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CURRENT TOPICS. 


We vnperstanp ‘that Mr. Whitley Stokes, secretary 
to the Legislative Department of the Government of 
India, will succeed Mr. Arthur Hobhouse, Q.C., as legal 
member of the Supreme Council of India. 





SEVEN OUT OF THIRTEEN JuDGEs have decided that the 
conviction in The Franconia case shall be quashed. The 
facts of the case will be in the remembrance of our 
readers. Briefly stated they were these:—Captain 
Kuhn, the master of Zhe Franconia, a German vessel, 
managed his ship with such gross carelessness that she 
came into collision with an English vessel, The Strath- 
clyde, within two miles of our coast, sunk her, and Jessie 
Dorcas Young, a passenger in Zhe Strathclyde, and a 
British subject, was drowned. Captain Kuhn was tried at 
the Old Bailey for manslaughter, and was convicted. His 
counsel took objection to the jurisdiction of the court, on 
the grounds that the prisoner was a foreigrer, and that the 
actwas done on the seasand on board a foreign vessel, not 
availing itself of the hospitality of England, but passing 
from one foreign port to another. Against this view it 
was contended by the Crown that, inasmuch as at the 
time of the collision both vessels were within the dis- 
tance of three miles from the English shore, the offence 
was committed within the realm of England, and was 
triable by the English courts. There was also a sub- 
sidiary contention on the part of the Crown that the 
person injured was on board an English ship at the time 
when she received the injury, and that, in fact, the 
offence was committed on board an English ship. 
On the hearing before the Court of Criminal Appeal, 
the majority of the judges (Cockburn, C.J., Kelly, C.B., 
Bramwell, J.A., Sir R. Phillimore, Lush, J., Pollock, B., 
and Field, J.) held that, though a State had dominion 
within the distance of three miles from low watermark, 
yet that such a dominion was merely for purposes of de- 
fence and security, and did not warrant the assumption 
of criminal jurisdiction in respect of peaceable foreign 
vessels passing over those waters. Of the minority 
Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Denman, J., decided for the 
Crown on both the points raised, viz., as to the three 
miles being within the jurisdiction, and also as to the 
act having ‘been committed on board a British vessel, 
whilst Brett, J.A., and Amphlett, B., founded their judg- 
ments on the first point alone. Grove, J., held that either 
point was sufficient to sustain a conviction, ard Lindley, 
J., elected to rest his opinion on the question of jurisdic- 
tion within the three-mile’ zone, at the same time ex- 
pressing the view that there was some judicial authority 
for the contention that the act was done on board a 
British vessel, though he did not feel satisfied on the 


We cannot pretend to decide between these con- 
flicting judgments, but we may point out that, as to 
the'firet point, ‘it -was admitted on all hands that the 
State has jurisdiction within the three-mile zone, and 





that this jurisdiction has been granted by the consensus 
of nations for the protection and security of the adjacent 
State. May it not, then, with some reason, be said that 
this jurisdiction will exist to little effect if it have not 
the sanction of the criminal law? ‘With respect to the: 
other point, that the act was committed on board an Eng-- 
lish vessel, a correspondent of the Times has. cited. 
a case which he seems to think settles this matter,. 
and, indeed, the whole question. ‘Nearly 100 years 
ago a man firing from the shore killed another: 
100 yards off at sea. The question arose whether the 
offence was committed at sea or on land; if at sea, it 
came under the admiralty jurisdiction ; if on land, it was 
triable at the county assizes. It was held that the 
offender should be tried by the admiralty jurisdiction, 
for the offence was committed where the death happened, 
and not at the place from whence the cause of death: 
proceeded” (Coombes’ case, 1 Leaeh, 388). If this- pre- 
cedent is valid, “C.” says, it ought to govern The Fran- 
conia case, and as the offence was committed on board 
the English ship run down, and not on board'the German 
ship, ‘*C.” coneludes that Kuhn is liable to our law 
without any reference tothe three miles limit. The case 
does not really touch the point, for there the offence was» 
begun and completed at the same moment, in the same- 
place, and under the same jurisdiction. The shot took 
effect, and the man died, on board an Englishship. In 
the present case, Jessie Dorcas Young did not die on 
board an English ship, but was thrown overboard and 
drowned. We are therefore driven back to the original 
position: have we jurisdiction over that portion of 
the seas where Jessie Dorcas Young died? It ap- 
pears to have been doubtful at common law whether, 
when a man died in one county of a stroke received in 
another, the offence could be considered-as having been 
completely committed in either county (2 Hawk. P. C. 
c. 25, s. 36; 1 East, P. C. c. 5, s. 128, p. 361). Of the 
two things—the stroke and the death—which occurred 
in different jurisdictions, the death seems to have been 
regarded as the more important; and Coombes’ case cer- 
tainly cannot be taken to have decided that the place of 
the stroke only need be regarded. 





ALLUDING ON A FORMER occasion to the “Judicial Sta- 
tistics,” we said that those for the year 1875-6 (the first 
complete year of the operation of the Judicature Acts) 
would be looked forward to with unusual interest, and, 
in now reverting to the subject, we are tempted to re- 
peat the wish then expressed, viz., that the returns for 
that year, relating to the business of the official depart- 
ments attached to the several divisions of the High 
Court of Justice, could be accessible, in some form or 
other, sooner than the whole volume of the “ Judicial 
Statistics ” is usually published. However, those returns 
are now, doubtless, in coarse of preparation, and we 
venture to express the hope that they will be as uniform 
as possible throughout the divisions. The business in 
some at least of the official departments is similar in its 
nature, and tke returns from those departments might, 
therefore (it is assumed), be similar in form, and thus fur- 
nish full and complete information respecting that business. 
We instance one item in illustration. The district regis~ 
tries have largely divided the issue of writs. Now, the 
district registrars will, of course, furnish returns showing 
the number of actions commenced in the High Court by 
writs issued from their respective registries. But very 
many of such actions have been transferred or removed 
to London, and it may becomé interesting to know how 
many have been thus transferred or removed. It will, 
however, be impossible to ascertain this, unless alf 
the officers in London having charge of the “cause 
books” furnish on the point. Sup- 
pose, for instance, that the returns to be furnished by 
the Clerks of Records and Writs shall (amongst.other- 
things) show the number of actions which, commenced. 
by writ in district registries, and attached to the Chan- 
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-cery Division of the High Court, have been transferred 
or removed to London, while the returns to be furnished 
by other similar official departments are silent with 
reference to such actions transferred to them? It 
is manifest that, in such a case, the statistical information 
in reference to transferred actions would be incomplete, 
and, for practical purposes, useless. Of course, the like 
undesirable result might happen if, in any return giving 
information respecting transferred actions, no clear dis- 
tinction be made between actions transferred from 
district registries and actions simply transferred from 
one division of the court to another. The matter 
is thus alluded to at the present time, in the hope 
that the suggested uniformity may not escape the 
notice of heads of departments, and that they will, 


wherever practicable, act in concert in compiling their 


respective returns. Even interchange between them of 
copies of the respective forms of returns proposed to be 
used might suggest uniformity and consequent com- 
pleteness, in respect at least of items of business common 
to two or more departments. We should be glad if this 
practical suggestion could be put authoritatively before 
the heads of departments, for we believe that returns 
prepared as proposed would tend to lessen the labours of 
the compilers of the Judicial Statistics, and insure 
more complete and more reliable and useful information 
to the profession and the public. 





WE ARE GLAD TO onsERVE that the benchers of the 
Middle Temple have resolved to institute eight scholar- 
ships, to be awarded annually to students of that society, 
we presume on the results of examination in various 
branches of law. The total annual sum to be devoted 
to the scholarships is the same as that contemplated by 
the scheme promulgated last year by the Inner Temple ; 
butinstead of founding six scholarships of one hundred 
guineas each, the Middle Temple propose to establish 
four of one hundred guineas, and four of fifty guineas. 
‘We hope that the condition which the Inner Temple 
attached to their scholarships—that the 100 guineas 
should be paid to some pleader or barrister, ‘to be 
approved by the treasurer or education committee,” “ to 
whose chambers the student shall go for the purpose of 
studying the law ’’—will be discarded from the scheme 

, of the Middle Temple. The men who win studentships 
are nearly certain to read in chambers, and it cannot be 
doubted that they would rather choose their own bar- 
risters or pleaders, and pay the fee for themselves, than 
be apprenticed by the benchers. It remains to be seen 
what Lincoln’s-inn will do in the way of encouraging 
the improvement of legal education. 





Ar ros Mansion Hovsz on Wednesday last two men 
*were charged before Sir Robert Carden with attempting 
to pick pockets in Cheapside. The prisoners’ counsel 
submitted that, as the prosecutor had nothing in his 
pocket to lose, the prisoners could not be convicted of an 
attempt to steal. But the magistrate held otherwise, 
and observed “that he had. once convicted a man for 
putting back into a pocket a handkerchief he had 
taken.” The case Sir Robert cites is scarcely in point. 
To convict a man for “ putting back a handkerchief 
which he had taken” is something very different from 
convicting a man for not taking anything at all, which 
was the question in the recent case, and which seems to 
tbe disposed of by The Queen v. Collins (12 W. R. 886). 
There it was held that, if a person puts his hand into 
the pocket of another with intent to steal what he can 
find there, and the pocket is empty, he cannot be con- 
victed of an attempt to steal. There can, in fact, only 
be an attempt to commit a felony where, if there had 
been no interruption of the attempt, the felony which 
it was attem to commit could have been effected. 
“If,” says Justice Cockburn in the case we have 





just cited, ‘‘a man, finding the door open, goes into a 
room where goods are generally kept, intending to s 
and no goods happen to be there, and he finds nothing, 
in that case no larceny could be committed, and there. 
fore he could not be convicted of attempting to steal the 
goods.” If The Queen v. Collins be law (and we are not 
aware the principle there laid down has ever been over. 
ruled) it is pretty clear that the decision of Sir R. Carden, 
assuming that his judgment has been correctly repo 
cannot be sustained. 





SALE OF CHATTELS SETTLED AS HEIR- 
LOOMS. 


Tuerz must be many cases in which the, tenant for life 
of a settled estate would be glad to get rid of the trouble 
‘and expense of preserving chattels devolving with the 
estate as heirlooms, to say nothing of the cases in which 
the tenant for life would like to turn them into property 
producingincome. The affection for pictures or furniture 
which a life spent among them may have called forth in 
a testator is, unfortunately, not transmissible along with 
the articles themselves; and it must often happen that 
their temporary owner, or perhaps more correctly their 
temporary guardian, eyes them with disgust when he 
thinks that, if they could only be sold, they would pro. 
duce enough to buy this snug little farm, or to pay 
off that troublesome mortgage. To all such persons, 
happening also to be readers of the Law Reports, 
a decision of Vice-Chancellor Malins (Fane v. Fane, 
L. R. 2 Ch. D. 711) must have appeared like a 
bright lamp in the dark. In that case the Vice- 
Chancellor, on a petition by a tenant for life, 
ordered settled chattels to be sold for the purpose of 
paying off mortgages on the real estate, “the court 
being of opinion that it would be for the benefit of all 
parties that they should be sold.” As a precedent for 
this order, the learned judge referred to an unreported 
case of Vansittart v. Vansittart, decided by himself a 
couple of months previously, in which he held that 
he had jurisdiction to, order the sale of heirlooms. Sub. 
sequently to these decisions, but, if we may judge from 
the form of the prayer, not with very confident expec- 
tation that they would be followed, the tefiant for 
life of a property settled by the will of a testator whose 
estate was being administered by the court, presented a 
petition at the Rolls asking for asale of the chattels 
devolving with the estate, or, in the alternative, that 
leave might be given to the petitioner to take proceed- 
ings, at the expense of the estate, in order to obtain a 
private Act of Parliament authorizing such sale 
(see the report D' Lyncourt v. Gregory, 25 W. R. 6). 

The case made by the petitioner was much 
stronger than that made in Fane v. Fane, 
and indeed was as strong a case as is reasonably con- 
ceivable. The testator had built a magnificent mansion 
op an estate of which he was only tenant for life, and 
had furnished it with a most extensive collection of 
works of art. His wish was that this estate and certain 
fee simple property of his own should devolve to- 
gether, and, in order to induce subsequent tenants in 
tail of the settled estate to re-settle it so as to go with 
his own property, he inserted a shifting clause in his 
will, by the operation of which, in the event which had 
happened—namely, the refusal of a tenant in tail to re- 
settle—the testator’s own estate, together with the col- 
lection of works of art, went over to the petitioner as 
tenant for life. The house on this last-mentioned estate 
was not in any way suitable for such an assemblage of 
articles ; they crowded out the petitioner from the en- 
joyment of his residence ; the annual expense of preserv- 
ing them nearly equalled the annual value of the estate ; 
and, notwithstavding every care, some of them were 
deteriorating in value. In fact, as we have said, a 
stronger case for a sale could hardly be imagined. The 
Master of the Rolls, however, held that he had no power 
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> order a sale, or, as he put it, to make a new will for 


he testator. The petitioner was told that he might 





| gpply for an Act, which would provide for the costs of 


ining it; and it was intimated that if the Act could 

not be obtained application for the costs incurred might 
be made in the suit. 

There can be no doubt that the more recent decision 

jsthe correct one. The law empowers a man to tie up 

chattels for a certain period, and there are no statutory 


provisions, such as those made by the Settled Estates 


Acts in respect of land, enabling the courts to sell 
ghattels so tied up. Indeed, the general scheme of those 


_ Acts, which provide mainly for the substitution of other 


hereditaments for those sold, would be inapplicable to 
settled chattels, and if attempted to be applied to them 
would too painfully remind one of the Roman general, 
Mummius, who, on shipping to Italy some of the most 
exquisite examples of Greek art, exacted securities from 
the masters of the vessels to replace, by an equivalent, 
any picture or statue lost or injured on the passage. 
Itmay be remarked, too, that a sale of heirlooms.quietly 
ordered on a petition day would contrast very un- 
favourably with the elaborate system of precautions, such 
as advertisements, &c., provided by Parliament in the 
case of settled lands, although the beneficial interests of 
the remainder men in the case of chattels would, it is 
obvious, be more affected by a sale than they could be 
in the case of land. For if the settled chattels were 
sold and their produce invested in land, their value 
would not vest absvlutely in a tenant in tail, so as to be 
his without the execution of a disentailing deed, as the 
chattels themselves if unsold would have done. 

It appears, then, from the recent case, that, except 
when wanted for the payment of debts, the court 
cannot order the sale of chattels which are subject to 
limitations valid atlaw. A settlement of chattels cannot, 
of course, withdraw them from liability to be sold for 
payment of the debts of the settlor; or, as Lord Eldon 
put it in the case of Clarke v. The Earl of Ormonde (1 
Jac. 108), “ no testator can in any way exempt any part 
of the personal estate from applicability to the payment 
of his debts, nor can he put into the hands of his 
erecutors the means of defending themselves at law.” 
But, as is shown by that case, it is the duty of the 
executors to carry out an intention of settling chattels 
as far as they can, and once such chattels are past the 
tisk of being sold to pay debts, then, so far as the courts 
are concerned, they are (or rather, having regard to Fane 
v. Fane and Vansittart v. Vansittart, they ought to be) 
safe for the period during which they can legally be 
tied up. They are, as Lord Eldon says in the case al- 
ready referred to, “a kind of property that is rather 
4 favourite of the courts.” 








The Crown paper in the Court of Queen’s Bench on 
Wednesday, the 15th inst., being exhausted by two 
o'clock, and there being some difficulty in finding work 
for the court to proceed with, Mellor and Lush, JJ., 
stated that, until further orders, whenever any special 
paper comes to an end during the course of the day, the 
court will take the new trial paper. 

On Friday, the 10th inst., at a full parliament of the 
masters of the bench of the Middle Temple, the treasurer, 
Mr. Powell, Q.C., in the chair, it was resolved unani- 
mously that, in addition to the sums now voted annually 
by the society for purposes of legal education, there should 
be established four scholarships of 100 guineas each, 


_ and four scholarships of fifty guineas each, to be awarded 


annually to students of that society, subject to such 
Tegulations as a committee of the benchers should re- 


- commend, and should be approved of by the parliament. 


We understand it is proposed that the subjects for which 
the scholarships will be awarded should be jurisprudence 
and civil law, equity, real and personal property, and 
Common law, and that the regulations will be framed 
with the object of stimulating the students generally to 








THE WORK OF THE COURTS IN THE LAST 
YEAR OF THE OLD SYSTEM. 


Il.—Tuez Court or Cuancery. 


In the High Court of Chancery the total number of pro- 
ceedings for hearing at the beginning of 1874-75 was 
498 against 724 at the commencement of the previous 
twelve months. There were set down for hearing during 
the year 2,556 cases, 2,316 having been heard during the 
year, and 271 having been otherwise disposed of, leaving 
467 cases as remanets at the end of the year. In 1873- 
74, 2,486 causes were set down for hearing, and 2,306 
were heard. The registrar’s return shows that 14,467 
orders were made, that there were 3,915 certificates 
for sale, or transfer, or delivery of stock or other 
securities, and that 1 case stood for judgment at the end 
of the year. The Lord Chancellor, together with the 
Lords Justices, sat on 32 days, the Lords Justices alone 
on 123 days, the Master of the Rolls on 170 days, and 
the three Vice-Chancellors 172, 149, and 169 days re- 
spectively, giving 815 as the total number of days of 
sitting in court against 828 in 1873-74. Further, the 
Lord Chancellor sat to hear appeals in the House of 
Lords on 59 days, and 8 days on committees of privilege ; 
and he also sat on 4 days on the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council. Onthe same committee Lord Justice 
James sat on 5 days, and Lord Justice Mellish on 4 days. 
Vice-Chancellor Bacon, in addition to his other sittings, 
sat as Chief Judge in Bankruptcy on 26 days. 

In 1874-75, 130 causes, &c., were transferred by the 
Lord Chancellor and the Master of the Rolls, and 436 
cases were referred to the conveyancing counsel of the 
court, against 439 in the preceding year. The number 
of orders drawn up in the Registrars’ Office was 15,354, 
and the amount of fees collected thereon by stamps was 
£17,656. In 1873-74 the number of orders was 15,064, 
and the amount of fees £17,226. 

The returns of the chief clerks show that the num- 
ber of summonses to originate proceedings in the 
chambers of the Master of the Rolls and of the 
three Vice-Chancellors was 1,060, against 902 in 1873- 
74. The number, of other summonses was 28,791, 
against 27,052. There were 10,502 orders of the class 
drawn up by the registrars, and 9,561 of the class drawn 
up in chambers; 2,761 orders, for other purposes than 
for the winding up of companies, were brought into 
chambers for prosecution, and 138 were brought in 
for the winding up of companies. There were 11,428 
debts claimed, the amount of debts proved having been 
£3,383,883. The number of accounts, other than re- 
ceivers’ accounts, passed, was 1,946 ; the receipts therein 
amounted to £7,529,988, and the disbursements and 
allowances therein to £1,868,963. Under orders of 
court, 799 estates, realizing £3,146,295, were sold; and 
136 estates were purchased. The number of certificates 
filed was 3,079; and the number of appointments dis- 
posed of, 80,180. At the date of the return there were 
pending 4,773 orders for inquiries and accounts, and 
783 orders for the winding up of companies. The total 
fees collected by stamps in chambers during the year 
were £15,136, against £14,613 in 1873-74. 

The returns furnished by the Clerks of Records and 
Writs show that 3,993 suits were instituted, against 
3,409 in the previous year. The total number of pro- 
ceedings was 112,734 ia 1875, against 101,397 in 1874; 
and the total fees were £34,920, against £32,922. 

In the Report Office 15,807 documents were filed, and 
21,579 copied. There were 11,683 searches on which 
no fees were payable, and 1,126 on which fees were 
paid. The attendances on which no fees were payable 
numbered 551, and those on which fees were payable, 
5. The total fees received amounted to £3,110. The 
examiner’s return shows that 466 witnesses, against 445 
in 1874, were examined, and that £382 was received in 
fees by stamps. 

The Lord Chancellor’s principal secretary’s return 
shows that the number of attendable petitions in 
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1874-75 was 1,887, against 1,773 in 1873-74. There 
were also last year 5 petitions to the Lord Chancellor 
for orders of course under the exception made by Order 
of Court of 23rd of February, 1850, against 7 in 1873-74. 
Of the petitions presented in 1874-75, 16 were for hear- 
ing before the Lord Chancellor, and 109 for hearing 
before the Lords Justices. 

The petitions set down for hearing at the Rolls were 
609 in number, against 583 in 1873-74; and 4,937 peti- 
tions for orders of course were also presented, against 
4,676 in the previous year. 

The taxing masters’ returns show that there were 
3,977 references for taxation, against 3,937 in 1873-74; 
that 8,208, against 8,120, bills were taxed; and that 
3,454, against 3,445, certificates and allocatwrs were made. 
The fees received in the offices were £30,954, against 
£31,698 in 1873-74; and the amount of costs taxed was 
£1,057,674, against £1,072,288. ; 

In the office of the masters in lunacy there were 123 
orders for inguiry executed by the masters, and 255 re- 
ports made to the Lord Chancellor. In the office of the 
registrar in lunacy, 220 petitions were presented for 
hearing, and 125 commissions issued. There also 431 
other orders made, besides 61 in pursuance of the Lunacy 
Regulation Act, 1862. 

The return of the Assistant Paymaster-General for 
chancery business deals with the twelve months ending 
ist September, 1875, and shows that in 1874-75 
£19,907,479 was paid into, and £18,020,752 out of, court, 
against £20,953,398 and £19,849,200 respectively in 
1873-74. The number of cheques signed was 49,593; 
4,629 powers of attorney were issued ; and the number 
‘of accounts was 32,687. The balance of stocks and 
securities on the various accounts was £64,639,854, the 
balance of cash £4,590,890, and the debt’ due from the 
Consolidated Fund to the suitors £2,423,340. Of the 
cash balance £],012,942 wasin the bank, and £1,151,142 
in the hands of the National Debt Commissioners. 

In the County Palatine of Lancaster Chancery Court, 
the number of suits and maiters originated was 324, 
against 322 in 1873-74. The number of decrees and 
orders made by the registrar was 1,493, against 1,560 in 
the previous year; and the amount of stock and cash 
paid into and out of court was £455,517 and £462,522, 
against £583,805 and £462,984 respectively in 1873-74. 


Ill.—Covrrs or Apmrratty, Pronate, &c. 


In making the returns relating to the Court of Ad- 
miralty the registrar calls attention to the fact that the 
period for which they are made comprises ten months 
of 1£75, including the whole of the long vacation, and 
that this should be remembered in making a comparison 
with the returns of former year. The number of causes 
pending at the commencement of the first ten months 
of 1875 was 197, and 285 causes were instituted during 
the year, the amount for which they were entered having 
been £927,860, against £1,625,480 in respect of a total 
of 501 causes in 1874. In the Liverpool district regis- 
try there were 53 causes, against 68; and/the amounts 
for which they were entered were respectively £81,035 
and £127,550. The number of motions heard in the 
High Court of Admiralty was 307, against 533 in 1874. 
Of these 61 were opposed, 15 were unopposed, and 331 
were in chambers. In the Liverpool district registry 7 
motions were opposed, and 16 summonses, against 34 in 
1874, were issued. In the principal registry there were 
159 final judgments, against 186 in 1874; and at Liver- 
pool 10, against 12. " 

In the Court for Divorce and Matrimonial Causes in 
1875, up to the 31st of October, there were 496 petitions 
filed, against 511 in 1874. There were also 209 peti- 
tions for alimony, against 214 filed in the previous year; 
and 785 motions and 992 summonses, against 1,030 and 
837 respectively in 1874. The judgments given num- 
bered 257, against 364; the applications for a new trial 
1, against 2; the petitions dismissed 23, against 34; the 
decrees nisi 194, against 284; the decrees absolute 173, 


: 





ie 


against ‘194; the decrees for judicial separation 19. 
against 36; the decrees for restitution of conjugal rights 
7, against 4; and the decrees for nullity of marriage 4, 
against 7 in 1874. 

In the Court of Probate the number of probategs 
granted in 1875 was 10,098, and of administrations 4,841, 
the numbers for 1874 having been 11,454 and 5,237 re. 
spectively. Of these 43 were granted on hearing of 
causes, 267 on motion, and 3 on summons. The value 
of the effects sworn was under £61,876,758 for the ten 
months, against £67,027,730 for the whole of 1874. In 
the district registries 17,155 probates and 7,966 letters 
of administration were granted, and these together were 
sworn under £50,724,522. 

In the ecclesiastical courts in 1875 the number of 
suits was 20, against 22 in 1874. There were also 267 
suits for faculties, against 256 in the previous year. 


IV.—Privy Councit anp Hovss or Lorps. 

The return made by the registrar of the Privy Council 
shows that, in 1875, 104 appeals were entered, against 
80 in 1874; that 35 were dismissed for non-prosecution, 
and that 89 were heard and determined. The appeals 
lodged since the 1st of April, 1870, which remained for 
hearing on the 1st of January, 1876, numbered 109. 

In the House of Lords 42 petitions of appeal were 
presented, of which 6 were withdrawn and 6 dismissed 
for want of prosecution. In 1875, 25 judgments were 
delivered, and 47 causes were heard during the session, 
The total number of effective causes remaining for 
hearing at the end of the session was 13, against 24 at 
the close of the previous one. The amount of fees was 
£1,804 12s., against £1,350 8s. 6d. in 1874. 


V.—Covrts or Bankruptcy. 

The report of the Comptroller in Bankruptcy for 1875 
states that, as compared with 1874, the number of cases- 
administered under the several provisions of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act shows a decrease of 30. The number of 
resulutions for liquidation by arrangement decreased 
by 207; the number of adjudications of bankruptcy 
increased by 35; and the number of resolutions for 
composition with creditors registered increased by 142. 
In 1875, there were 965 adjudications of bankruptcy, 
4,233 liquidations by arrangement, and 2,691 composi- 
tions; making together a total of 7,889 cases adminis- 
tered. The liabilities amounted to £25,533,644, against 
£20,136,670 in 1874; and the assets to £7,332,779, 
against £5,431,842. The number of discharges granted 
to bankrupts during the year was 67, of which 2 only, 
against 4 in 1874, were granted on the ground that 
the bankrupt had, or might have, paid 10s. in the 
pound, The total number of estates pending on the 
31st of December, 1875, was 3,191; and in 98 of these 
pending cases the trustees cannot be found, The 
number of reports made by the comptroller on the 
conduct of trustees during the year was 446. In 228 
cases the trustees complied before the hearing of the 
summons; in 181, orders were made against the trustees, 
162 of which have been complied with; in 30, the 
trustee could not be served ; and 7 cases were pending at 
the end of the year. Among 552 estates, with assets, 
wound up in 1874, there were only 10 with assets 
exceeding £2,000. In 471 estates closed in 1875 there were 
20 such estates. During the year there were in the 
London court and in the county courts 3,814 debtor's 
summons issued, 184 declarations of inability filed by 
debtors, 1,526 petitions for adjudication filed, and 965 
debtorsadjudicated bankrupt. In 1875 there were 932 firsé 
meetings of creditors held to appoint trustees and com- 
mittees of inspection, and in 880 of these cases trustees 


were appointed. The number of bankruptcies annulled — 


was 24, and in 28 cases the bankruptcies were carried 


on by registrars as trustees. The total number of base 4 
sammary of receipts and payments shows that the g 


charges granted was 67, against 82 in 1874, 
balances at the begin 


ning of the year amounted to — 
£346,761, aud the receipts and advances by trustecs, — 
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Jess payments to secured creditors, &c., to £651,984. 
The re-payments of advances and sundry payments, 
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including dividends, were £498,844; and the balances 
at the end of 1875, £499,865. 
Under the heading of liquidations by arrangement it 


_ jg shown that 8,388 petitions were filed, 4,233 resolutions 


were registered, and that there were 1,514 resolutions 
for discharge. The gross amount of debts was 
£12,483,999, the gross value of estate £4,598,473, and 
the gross amount of stamp duty £24,471. Under 
the heading of composition with creditors, it is stated 
that 2,691 resolutions were registered, the gross amount 
of debts being £6,068,405, the gross value of estate 
£1,773,551, and the gross amount of stamp duty 
£11,111. 

The number of appeals presented to the Court of 
Appeal in Chancery was 109, 10 having been also pend- 
ing on the 3lst of December, 1874. The number of 
judgments affirmed was 47, of those reversed 21, and 
of those varied 7. There remained pending 27 cases, 
and 17 were withdrawn and arranged. To the Chief 
Judge in Bankruptcy 118 appeals were presented, 15 
being also pending from the previous year. 44 judg- 
ments were affirmed, 51 reversed, and 5 varied, 7 appeals 
were remitted, 17 were withdrawn and arranged, and 9 
were pending on 31st of December. The number of 
bills taxed was 15,196, and the gross amount of bills 
£391,813, of which £64,545 was taxed off. 








Rehiews. 
JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 


Tux Practice at THE JupGEs’ CHAMBERS, QUEEN's BENcuH, 
Common Puzas, AND ExcHequgr Divisions, AND IN THE 
Distaicr ReGistRizs, UNDER THE SuPREME CouRT oF 
Jupicature Acts or 1873, 1875, anp orHER SratTvurTEs, 
&c., &. By Wiit1tam E. Coz, Principal Clerk to the 
Hon. Mr. Justice Lush. H. Sweet. 


We cannot say much for Mr. Coe’s book. He arranges 
under various heads the sections, rules, and orders re- 
lating to chamber practice, appending occasional notes, 
and professing to give reports of, or references to, deci- 
sions relating to the rules and orders. The extent to which 
this has been done may be judged of from the fact that to 
ord. 16, r. 17, there is not appended a report of, or re- 
ference to, a single case ; that in the note to r. 18 of that 
order there is no report of, or reference to, Zreleaven v. 
Bray (24 W. R. 198, 20 Soxicrrors’ Journat, 112); and 
that on ord. 52, r. 3 (detention, preservation, or in- 
spection of property the subject of an action), the only 
reference is to Cooper v. Ince Hall Company. The pur- 
port of Flower v. Lloyd (20 Soxtcrrors’ Journat, 703) is 
indeed stated; but the reference to the case appears to have 
been dropped. In the note to ord. 12, r. 6 (r, 5, Feb- 
ruary, 1876), the case of Johnson v. Whitehead is gravely 
cited thus :—“ Notice of appearance given to u London 
agent of plaintiff's solicitor held sufficient.” Surely Mr. 
Coe must know that Johnson v. Whitehead was decided 
under the annulled rule, and that the new rule expressly 
provides that such notice shall be given “ to the plaintiff's 
solicitor, either by notice in writing served in the ordinary 
way at the address for service within the district of the 
district registry, or by prepaid letter directed to such 
address.’ As to the character of the explanatory notes 
appended to the sections, we need not do more than 
quote the note given to ord. 54, rr. 2, 2a (powers of 
masters), which is as follows:—‘ The masters had, by 
virtue of the Regule Generales of Michaelmas Term, 
1867, made in pursuance of the 30 & 31 Vict. c. 68, the 
Judges’ Chambers (Despatch of Business) Act, substan- 
tially the same powers before the passing of the Judica- 
ture “Act. There are, however, several things the masters 
may now do by consent, which before they were unable 
- 7. The Acts and rules are printed at the end of the 


General Carresponuvence. 


Costs. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journatl.J 


Sir,—In your issue of September 30, there are some 
remarks on the diverse views taken by different masters 
as to items of costs. Those remarks were called forth 
by a difference of opinion existing between Master Benett, 
of the Common Pleas, and Master Hodgson, of the 
Queen’s Bench, on the subject of an allowance of Is. or 
1s. 4d: for copy writ for service. This seems a trifling 
matter enough, but it is in reality not so; at least, the 
general evil is a great one. NowI ama long way off, 
and they say “lookers on see most of the game,” and I 
propose to try in this letter to point out what a curse 
your present system of costs is, quite as much so to the 
public as to the profession. . There are plenty of gentle- 
men amongst the solicitors who are quite able, if they 
have the time, and will take the trouble to think about 
the matter, te suggest, and insist upon the adoption of, 
such measures as would considerably ameliorate matters. 

Costs are, as every one knows, divided into two classes : 
costs between solicitor and client, and between party and 
party. The former are intended to be the solicitor’s fair 
remuneration for the work done by him; the second, the 
successful party’s fair indemnity. At present let us look ~ 
at the first sort. And to commence with, why should 
there be any restriction at all on the amount which may 
be paid to a solicitor by a client for services rendered ? 
Why, if a man is at the top of the profession, should his 
charges be limited by law to the exact amount which a 
boy just admitted is allowed to charge? Why,I say, 
this distinction between the business of a solicitor and 
the business of any one else? A physician may refuse 
business unless his ideas on the subject of fees are met. 
So may a barrister. A tradesman may charge what he 
likes for goods, or an architect for plans; subject to 
this, that if no price or sum is agreed upon and 
the claimant has to sue, a jury may give 
him what is “reasonable.” What is reasonable, 
however, is not any jived sum. A butcher in Belgravia 
can recover more for meat than one in Whitechapel. 
An architect, high in his profession, will get more than 
a mere tyro; and the reasonableness of a general 
medical practitioner’s account will be judged, partly by 
the custom of the locality where he practises, partly by 
the position in life of his patient. I know an instance 
where the account of a London medical man extended 
over a number of years, commencing when the medical 
man was a young man, and the patient in poor circum- 
stances, and continuing through intermediate stages till 
the medical man was in a high professional position, 
and the patient in affluence. The charges were, on 
litigation ensuing, allowed on a basis varying from 
2s. 6d. a visit at first to £2 2s. a visit at last. Some- 
thing similar happens in all professions, and why should 
it be different in ours? At least the client may be sup- 
posed to know the value which his solicitor’s services are 
likely to be to him in any matter, and in the absence of 
downright fraud it is impossible to say why a person and 
his attorney may not agree upon a stipulated amount 
beforehand. 

It may be said, ‘‘So they can, under the Attorneys 
and Solicitors Act, 1870.” This is a mistake. They 
may enter into an agreement for a fixed sum, it is 
true, but if the client chooses, ke may have the agree- 
ment taxed, whilst in that event the solicitor is pre- 
cluded, in any event, from recovering more than the 
stipulated sum. The result is that a solicitor dare 
not enter into such an agreement. He would 
be only too glad to do so, even if the agree- 
ment could be taxed, so long as it was taxed 
beforehand ; tor he would then be saved from what is a 
very laborious and expensive (far more so than is 





generally imagined) task—keeping up his entries; but at 
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present, knowing as he does the peculiarities of taxing 
masters, he knows also that the only effect of any such 
agreement will be that he cannot charge more than the 
sum stipulated, whilst, unless he keeps his entries and 
is prepared to show every item, he may get a good deal 
less than even his ordinary costs. Under a proper 
system there should be every inducement to a solicitor 
to do his work quickly and well; under your system 
there is every inducement to do exactly the opposite. 
The longer the business is kept about, and the more 
shilly shallying, running backwards and forwards, letter- 
writing and shedding of ink generally, the more costs. 
Then, again, there is the uncertainty attending a 
taxation. I am not.exaggerating when I say that I 
could name two taxing masters who vary as much as 
twenty per cent. in their allowances (not including dis- 
bursements). Can it be right that the mere accident 


of taxing a bill before one master instead of another’ 


should make so enormous a difference? A taxation by 
a client of a solicitor’s bill is at present the most 
degrading, annoying, and worrying thing that can 
happen to a solicitor. Why? Because he knows that, 
hhowever honest and fair his charges are, something is 
sure to come off. During many years’ experience I 
never saw a bill taxed by a client when something 
was not taken off. It may have been only 4d. 
for a folio too much of some copy. But a 
small sum taken off in this way is no less a wound 
‘to a man’s self-respect than a large one. It gives the 
client the right to say, ‘‘ You overcharged me,” when 
probably items of ten times the amount of the supposed 
overcharge were omitted accidentally, and never charged 
at all. Further, take this very case you commented on, 
of the difference of the masters as to allowing 1s. 4d. for 
a copy of a writ for service. Now, it is these miserable 
little items which give more trouble than any others. 
Any one who has done much agency business must have 
felt this particularly. Naturally, if a charge is allowed by 
one master, the solicitor will charge it to his country client. 
‘One such charge does not amount to much, but when you 
come to doa large agency business such charges amount 
to a good deal. Well, the bill is sent in every long vaca- 
tion to the country client, and perhaps, after years have 
elapsed, his bill is taxed. These items are taken off, and 
it is well if you do not lose a good client in consequence. 
‘The least you can do is to have a grand comparing of 
items, and so forth, at an expense of much waste of 
time and annoyance, and all this over a lot of items 
‘which would have been allowed if the bill had got before 
any other taxing master. ‘This is only one instance of 
the evil. Another is that a client is entitled to assume 
that his solicitor has tried to “do” him by charging 
items that would have been allowed if only the right 
taxing master had sat upon the bill. 

Now, I am afraid you do not know enough to realize 
the advantages of leaving solicitors’ charges open and 
free like other people’s, nor to see that the present sys- 
tem of taxation degrades the profession, and is, in fact, 
the dunghill from whence spring the “shysters” of 
‘whom you have so many; the men to whom making up 
the bill of costs is the first consideration, the doing of 
the work well is the second. But you might improve 
matters. If you will not do away with the system of 
“costs” altogether, you might make it lawful for an 
attorney to make a bargain with his client, taxable be- 
Sorchand ; and you might carry out the principle adopted 
“ander the Common Law Procedure Act of making a fixed 
lump charge for each particular step in an action, as 
4A and £3 8s. used to be charged for awrit. You might 
do away with the present ridiculous system of charging 
for each attendance and letter, for instructions and 
copying, and allow fees fixed in amount, in 
addition to actual stationer’s charges for copies. 
You would be astonished to find how the bulk of papers 
would shrink under such a system, and how, if prop- 
erly drawn up, such # plan would do away with 
numberless interlocutory applications. The first aim 








should be the good of the public, getting their work 
well and quickly done, for, if they wish it (and I never 
saw one of them who did not), fees fixed beforehand ; 
the second, the ennoblement of the profession, by free- 
ing them from shackles which only degrade. 

There may be opposition from vested interests, but, 
if the public insist upon it, such opposition must fail, 
Mr. Norwood seems inclined to look at these things like 
a reasonable man. Let him see if he cannot do some. 
thing. Your AMERICAN CORRESPONDENT. 

San Francisco, California, Oct. 21. 





Cases of the UHeek. 


PaRLIAMENTARY Deposir—INsoLvENCY oF CoMPANY— 
ForFEITURE To THE Crown.—On the 14th inst., the Court 
of Appeal reversed the decision of Vice-Chancellor Maling 
in Re The Bradford Tramways Company (24 W. R. 815), 
The Act incorporating the company provided that a sum 
of £3,000, deposited in the Court of Chancery on the forma- 
tion of the company, should be applied in compensating 
landowners whose property might be injured by the works, 
and for whom no other compensation was provided, and in 
making good any damage to the public roads, and, if no 
compensation should be payable, or the £3,000 should be 
more than sufficient to satisfy all just claims for compen. 
sation, then the £3,000, or the residue of it, should be 
forfeited to the Crown, ‘or, in the discretion of the court, 
if the company is insolvent and has beon ordered to bo 
wound up, or a receiver has beea appointed, shall wholly 
cr in part be paid to such receiver or to the liquidator or 
liquidators of the company, or be otherwise applied for the 
benefit of the creditors thereof.” A very small portion of 
the required capital was subscribed, and the company 
consequently proved abortive. The works were never com- 
menced, and no claims for compensation arose. An order 
was made to wind up the company, on the ground that it 
was unable to pay its debts. The liquidators presented a 
petition asking that the £3,000 might be paid over to 
them, on the ground that the company was insolvent, there 
not being enough assets to pay the debts without making 
calls on the shareholders. The Vice-Chancellor held that 
the liquidators were entitled to have the £3,000 applied 
in paying the debts before resorting to calls on the share- 
holders. The Court of Appeal (James, L.J., and 
Baggallay and Bramwell, JJ.A.) held that the company 
was not to be considered insolvent until all that could be 
recovered by means of calls on the shareholders had been 
exhausted. If the sums so raised should be insufficient to 
to pay the debts then the liquidators would be entitled to 
resort to the £3,000, but not before. The equity as against 
the right of the Crown was that of the creditors, not of the 
shareholders. 





Securiry For Costs or Aprpzat—Sprcrat Crrcoum- 
STANCES—ORD, 58, R. 15.—In the case of Brown v. Brown § 
Co., application was made to the Court of Appeal, on the 
15th inst., that the defendant company should give security 
for the costs of an appeal which they had presented from a 
decree made by Vice-Chancellor Bacon. It appeared that a 
petition by a creditor to wind up the company was pending, 
and also that the company had passed a resolution to wind up 
voluntarily, which had not yet been confirmed, There was 
evidence on the part of the company that their assets were 
more than sufficient to pay their debts. The court (James, 
L.J., and Bramwell, J.A.) held that there was. sufficient 
ground for requiring security to be given, and directed that 
£100 should be deposited in court. The costs of the applica- 
tion to be dealt with as costs of the appeal. 





New Evipence on Aprpzat—AprraL rrom LaNncAsTER 
Cuanceny Covurt—Jupicaturgw Act, 1873, s. 18—Onxp. 
58, mn. 2, 5—WinpiNa vr —ContrisuTrorY — SHargs 
ALLEGED TO BE NOT PAID uP—Burpen oF Proor.—In a 
caso of Re The Commission Sale and Sample Room Com- 
pany, heard by the Court of Appeal on the 15th inst., the 
appea) was from an order of the Vice-Chancellor of the 
Lancaster Chancery Court, the effect of which was to decide 
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that certain shares, which were registered in the books 
of the company as fully 5 a up, were not in fact paid up, 
and to authorize the making of calls upon the shareholder. 
The order was in form an interlocutory one, though it 
rated in effect as a final decision between the parties. 
he counsel for the appellant expressed a wish to adduce 
fresh evidence. The court (James, L.J., and Bramwell, 
J.A.) thereupon expressed a strong opinion (though the 
iat was not argued out) that, upon an appeal from the 
Fancaster court, the Court of Appeal was in the strictest 
sense a court of appeal, not a court of re-hearing, and that 
they could only exercise the same jurisdiction which was 
formerly vested in the old Court of Appeal in Chancery of 
the County Palatine (which consisted of the Chancellor of 
the Duchy and the Lords Justices, or any two of them), and 
that consequently fresh evidence could not be admitted. 
Another point decided in the case and worthy of being 
noted is this, that, when shares appear in the books of a 
company duly entered as paid up in full, if the liquidator 
alleges that they were not in fact paid up, the onus of proof 
lies upon him. 





Bankruptcy AppfaAL—FRrEsah EvipENcE — JUDICATURE 
Act, 1875, s. 18; Orn. 58, 8. 5—Banxkeruptcy Rugs, 1870, 
x. 147.—In a bankruptcy appeal, Jn re Benson, on the 16th 
inst., the Court of Appeal were asked to allow fresh evi- 
dence to be adduced. In the course of the argument 
Baggallay, J.A., suggested that, in order to admit fresh 
evidence on a bankruptoy appeal, it might not be neces- 
sary to show special circumstances under ord, 58, r. 5, 
inasmuch as by section 18 of the Act of 1875 it is pro- 
vided that all rules of court in force at the time of the 
commencement of that Act in relation to appeals from the 
Chief Judge in Bankruptcy, “except so far as they are 
expressly varied by the first schedule hereto, or by rules 
of court made by Order in Council before the commence- 
ment of this Act, shall remain and be in force . 
in the Court of Appeal”’ until altered or annulled by any 
rules of court made after the commencement of the Act. 
The bankruptcy rule 147, of 1870, only says that ‘‘no new 
evidence shall be received on any appeal unless the Court 
of Appeal shall so direct.” The point was not actually 
decided, for the court (James, L.J., and Baggallay and 
Bramwell, JJ.A.), without saying that any special circum- 
stances had been proved, decided to admit the fresh 
evidence. 





Setrinc DOWN Bankruptcy APPEAL—PRODUCTION oF 
ORDER APPEALED FroM.—On the 16th inst., in several 
bankruptcy appeals the Court of Appeal complained that 
t'ey had not been farnished with copies of the orders ap- 
pesled from, and said that in future the officer of the court 
would be directed not to set down any appeal for hearing 
until the necessary copies of the orders appealed from 
had ben furnished. 





Fottowine Trust-Monzy—SrockBRokER AND CLIENT.— 
In Re Strachan an important question arose before the 
Court of Appeal on the 16th inst. with regard to 
the nature of therelation which exists betweena stockbroker 
and his client, Is it a fiduciary relation, like that of a 
factor to his principal, or is it a mere relation of debtor 
and creditor, like that of a banker to ais customer? The 
facts which gave rise to the question were briefly these ; — 
A client, on the 11th of October, instructed his broker to 
sell for him £4,000 consols, and to invest the proceeds of 
sale in the purchase of railway stock. The conaols be- 
longed to the client as executor under a will, and he in- 
formed the broker of this fact. The consols were sold for 
cash the same day, but the railway stook was bought for 
the next settling day, which was the 13th of Ootober. 
The broker received the purchase-money of the consols by 
means of a cheque drawn in his favour by the jobber to 
whom the sale was made. The broker, with the client's 
assent, retained the money for the purpose of paying for the 
railway stock, and he paid the cheque to the oredit of his 
account current with his own bankers, On the 13th of 
October the broker was declared a defaulter on the Stock 
Exchange, and soon afterwards he filed a liquidation peti; 
tion, The railway stock had not been paid for, The client 
thereppon claimed to have the balance which, at the time of 








the broker’s failure, was standing to his credit at his bankers’ 
appropriated to make good the proceeds of the sale of the 
consols, and in support of this contention it was urged that, 

the money having been left with the broker to invest in 
particular way, he was in truth a trustee of it for the client, 

and that, consequently, if it, or any part of it, could be 

ear-marked in the broker's possession, the cl‘ent was entitled 

specifically to that which could be so traced. The case of 
Taylor v. Plumer (3 M. & S. 562) was relied on.in support of 
this proposition. In that case a broker had been intrusted 
with a sum of money for the purpose of buving Exchequer 
bills for his client. He employed the morsy in buying some 
American bonds, and then attempted to abscond, taking the 
bonds with him. He was stopped before he had left the 
country, and the client succeeded in obtaining possession of 
the bonds. The broker was adjudicated a bankrupt, and his 

assignees sued the client to recover the bonds. It was held 
that the defendant was entitled to retain the bonds, because 
they had been purchased with his money. The Court of 
Appeal (James, L.J., and Baggallay and Brawwell, JJ.A.) 

held that this case was an authority which governed Re 
Strachan, and that the client in that case was entitled to be 
recouped out of the balance at the bankers’ so far as it could 
be traced as derived'from his money, according to the pria- 

ciple of Pennell v. Deffell (4 De G. M. & G. 372). James, 
L.J., and Baggallay, J.A., without actually going so far as 

to decide that as a general rule a stockbroker stands ‘in 
fiduciary relation to his client, held that, at any rate where 

the client is himself a trustee of the fund which he places in 
the broker’s hands, and the broker has notice that the 
money is trust-money, it retains that character in his hands, 
and can be followed by the client if it can betraced. Bram- 

well, J.A., went farther, and expressed an opinion that this 
fiduciary relation exists wherever money is placed by a 
client in a stockbroker’s hands for a specific purpose, 
observing that the ratio decidendi of Taylor v. Plumer went 
to this extent: that, if in that case the client’s actual money 

had been found in the absconding broker's pocket, the 
client would have been entitled to have it, and it could 
muke no difference that at the present day such transac- 

tions are settled by means of crossed cheques instead of by 

the handing over of coin. 


Britt or SaLte—RecistTraTioN.—The same day the 
Court of Appeal affirmed the decision of the Chief Jadge 
in Re Barrand (L. R. 3 Ch. D. 324, noted 20 Soxicrrors’ 
Journat, 725), The facts were these:—A bill of sale of 
chattels was given to A. Afterwards a second bill of sale 
of the same chattels was given to B. The first bill of 
sale was not registered, the second was duly registered. 
The mortgagor became bankrupt. The holder of the first 
bill of sale was ousted by the trustee in the bankruptcy. 
Bat the Bills of Sale Act provides in effect that the 
omission to register a bill of sale shall render it void as. 
against a trustee in bankruptcy or an execation creditor. 
The Act does not profess to make the unregistered bill of, 
sale void as against any oneelse. The question raised 
was, who was entitled to the goods—the holder of the 
second bill of sale, or the trustee in the bankruptcy? On. 
behalf of the trustee it was contended that the effect of 
the Act was to put him in the shoes of the first mortgagee, 
and that he was entitled to the goods to the extent to 
which the first mortgagee’s charge was unsatisfied. The- 
Chief Judge, however, upheld the claim of the second 
mortgagee, saying that when the first bill of sale was. 
avoided by the Act it must be treated just asif it had 
been satisfied or had never existed, and then there wae 
nothing to interfere with the title of the second morte. 
gagee. James, L.J., took a very similar view of the case, 
observing that the court had nothing to do with any quea-- 
tion between the first and second mortgagees, pp ers | 
parties to the litigation being the trastee and the 
mortgagee. The mortgagor, through whom the trastee 
derived his title, had assigned the goods absolutely to the 
second mortgagee, and there was nothing in the Act to- 
take away his right. And Bramwell, J.A., said that the 
argument for the trustee amounted to this, You, the- 
second mortgagee, would have a perfectly good title 
against me but for the fact that some one else has no 
title as against me.” 
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Soricrror'’s Lien—CHancr or Truster In BankRvuPrc™ 


—Banxrvprcy RuEs, 1870, x. 249.—Thessame day; in a 
case of Re Austin, a question aroseas to asolicitor’s right 
of lien where the trustee’ in a bankruptcy had been 
removed and a new one appointed in his stead: The old 
trustee was called upon to deliver up to the new one all 
the documents relating to his office. He alleged that he 
was unable to do this, because the documents were in the 
possession of his solicitor, who claimed a lien on them for 
his costs. Application was made to the court for an order 
on the old trustee and the solicitor to deliver up the 
documents. It was urged that the solicitor had ample 
security for the payment of such costs as he was en- 
titled to charge against the estate in the fact that 
the estate was under the control of the court, which 
would take care that he was paid all that was 
justly due to him, and that, in regard to any costs which 
he could only charge against the old trustee personally, the 
lien would not avail him, inasmuch as the old trustee did 
not wart the documents. It appeared, however, that the 
solicitor did not assert a lien upon any documents (such as 
deeds) which could be said to be the property of the estate, 
and which, therefcre, on the appointment of the new trustee, 
had, ty virtue of section 83, sub-section 6, vested in him, 
but claimed a lien only upon documen‘s (such as papers re- 
lating to actions on behalf of the estate) which had been 
created by the solicitor’s own iabour. The Court of Appeal 
(James, L.J., and Baggallay and Bramwell, JJ.A.) held 
that the solicitor could not be deprived of this lien. They 
said that the application amounted to an attempt to effect a 
change of solicitors on terms other than the ordinary ones, 
The case was really governed by the authority of Zurner v. 
Letts (7 De G. M. & G. 243). 


CHaritaBLe Girt—Warter- Works DEBENTURES—9 GEo. 
2, c. 36, 8. 3.—In the case of Chandler v. Howell, on the 11th 
inst., Vice-Chancellor Hull decided that debentures issued by 
the Improverent Commissioners of Aberystwith, charging 
“‘works, rents, and rates authorized to beerected, reserved, made, 
and collected” by a private Act authorizing the purchase of 
lend and construction of gas works and water works, were 
within section 3 of the Statute of Charitable Uses, and could 
not, therefore, be bequeathed to a charity. The debenture in 
this case differed from that in Holdsworth v, Davenport (25 
W. R. 20, L. R. 3 Ch. D. 185) (cited by Dickinson, Q.C., who, 
witb 7, A. Roberts, appeared for the plaintiffs) only in the 
sulstitut’on of “works, rents, and rates” for “undertaking, 
tolls, and sums of money ” in the pareels. O, Morgan, Q.C., 
and Elphinstone, appeared for the defendants, and Kekewich 
for a charity interested under the will. 


CouxTrr-cLaAmmM zy DEFENDANT AGAINST PLAINTIFF 
anp Co-Derenvants—JvupicaturE Act, 1873, s. 24, suB- 
section 3—Orp. 22, z. 9.—In Youngv. Brassey, before Vice- 
Chancellor Hall on the 9th inst. a question arose upon a 
counter-claim between co-defendants. The transactions stated 
were somewhat complicated, but the following are the 
material facts:—In June, 1870, the defendants Brassey & 
Co. purchased some land at Marseilles from a Frenchman 
for the purposes of a railway of which they had secured a 
ecncetsion. ‘The vendor, during the negotiations, wrote 
@ letter to a Mr. Dobson promising to pay him a sum of 
£8,000 by way of commission for his services in bringing about 
the transaction, and a few days afterwards another letter 
promising to pay him a further commission of £6,000, ‘on 
account of Mr. Bowles,” in consideration of the said Mr. 
Bowles signing  contraet relating to the concession between 
bimeelf and Brassey & Co. In the event of the purchase 
being completed Brassey & Co, were authorized to pay these 
two commissions to Dobson out of their purchase-money. 


The j laintiffs alleged that Dobson, having misapplied moneys’ 


in bis hands belonging to them, had assi his interest 
under both the above letters to them, to make good his 
defeleatione, The defendants Brandons alleged that they 
‘were prior mortgagees of Dobson's iaterest under both letters; 
and the plaintiffs and the defendants Brandons agreed that 
Bowles bad no beneficial interest in either of the said sums. 
The defendant Harrison delivered a defence and counter- 
claim (making the plaintiffs and all the other defendants 
defendants to the counter-claim), whereby he a that 
Bowles was beneficially entitled to the commission of £6,000, 





“and-also to £1,000, part of the £8,000, and submitted that the 


claims ofall parties ought to be adjudicated upon by a French’ 
court, but in case'the English court had jurisdiction heclaimed 
a-déclaration that he was entitled, as mortgagee: of Bowles’: 
interest, to the said sums of £6,000 and £1,000, and 
also claimed priority to the plaintiffs and other des 
fendants. so far as: such sums were concerned. Dickins 
son, Q.C., and Grosvenor Woods, for the defendants 
Brandons, now: moved, under ord. 22, r: 9, that the counter. 
claim might be excluded, or amended by striking out the 
parts irrelevant to Harrison’sdefence. They cited Padwieck v, 
Scott (L.R. 2Ch. D. 744), and relied on the observations of 
Mellish, L.J., in Tredeaven v. Brey (24 W. R. 198, 20 Sonicrrors 
JOURNAL, 112), as to the intention of section 24, sub-section 
3, of the Act of 1873, and urged thatthe plaintiffs ought not 
to be kept waiting while two defendants were litigating 
another issue. The Vice-Chancellor said that it would be: 
a very strong course to strike out a counter-claim against 
the plaintiff and defendants jointly on the application of a 
defendant without hearing the plaintiff, who might possibly 
consider it a convenient mode of settling the question, 
Dickinson, Q.C., and Grosvenor Woods, then asked that the 
counter-claim might be amended by striking out “such 
portions of it as sought relief against the defendants 
Brandons. They urged that the issues between Harrison 
and the defendants would only arise in the improbable event 
of the plaintiffs’ case failing, and that they had nothing to 
do with the action, but ought to be disposed of in a separate 
action, If it were found that Bowles had no interest, the 
whole litigation would be thrown away. The Vice- 
Chancellor said that the whole case must be taken into con- 


sideration. Harrison’s contention was that he was entitled _ 


to Bowles’s interest, and that even if the plaintiffs or 
defendants Brandons succeeded in establishing any claim 
against that interest he had priority over them. Practically 
it amounted to‘an interpleader issue, and the section must 
not be narrowed down 80 as to exclude a form of pleading 
which would ascertain the rights of the parties once for 
all. The motion must be refused, with costs. 





Dispurep InTerEst 1N Prosate Acrions.—In the 
Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division, on Tuesday, 
November 14, H. B. Deane moved the court, in a case of 
Metcalf v. James, to strike out the statement of defence and 
to order proof of the will in solemn form, on the ground 
that it set up no interest in the defendant, raising only 
the issues that the will was not duly executed, that the, 
testator was not of sound mind, and that the alleged exe- 
cution was obtained by fraud. He contended that the 
interest of the defendant must be set up in’ his statement, 
Searle, for the defendant, relied. upon the provision. in ord. 
9, r. 12, that “in probate actions, where the plaintiff dis- 
putes the interest of the defendant, he shall: allege in ltis# 
statement of claim that he denies the defendant’s interest’; 
and he also pointed out that under the old practice the 
interest could not be disputed atter declaration (r. 37)s 
The president of the division said that the new rule onlyi 
carried out the old system,.and that its object was to bring 
all parties before the court and to have all questions deter- 
mined at the least possible expense. The plaintiff ought to 
have included a denial of the defendant’s interost in his state- 
ment of claim, and’ thus have given the latter notice that 
his interest was disputed and put him to proof of it. The 
motion must be refused with costs, but the plaintiff 
could move to amend his statement of claim by adding 
a denial of the defendant's interest. 


Crration—SvunstiturEp Service in ENGLAw®D.—In the 
case of Brown vy. Brown and Day, recently before the Pro- 
bate and Divorce Division, J. P. Middleton moved for 
leave to serve the citation on the respondent by adver- 
tisement, or as the court should direct, although the re- 
spondent was living in England, and her place of residence 
was known to the petitioner. Tho affidavits set forth that 
the respondent wasin the keeping of the co-respondent at his 
residence, that the co-respondent had threatened to shoot 
any one who should attempt to enter bis house for the pur- 
pose of effecting personal service, and that the co-respond- 
ent had offered to allow the respondent to be’ served upon 
being indemnified from all costs in the suit and receiving ® 
present of £5, Upon hearing these facts the court made an 
order for service ot the citation at the co-respondent’s pla ce 
of residence, thereby dispensing with personal service, 
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Proor ix Banxroptcy—LiquipaTeD Damages—Pen- 


 aury.—In a case of Re Newman, heard by the Chief Judge 
- onthe 13th inst., some builders had entered into a con- 
- tract to erect a school-house, which it was stipulated was 


to be completed and delivered up to the governors on or 
before the 25th of December, 1875. The contract provided 
that the sum to be paid as the price of the building should 


be paid by instalments in the ordinary way, and there was 


astipulation that, if the works were not completed by the 
appointed day, the builders should forfeit to the governors 
£10 per week for each week during which the works should 
remain unfinished. There was also a provision that in 
ase the contract should not be in all things duly performed 
by the builders they should pay to the governors £1,000 as 
and for liquidated damages. In November, 1875, the 
builders filed a Jiquidation petition. The trustee appointed 
under this petition carried on the works for a time, but in 
January, 1876, gave notice to abandon the contract. The 
governors employed other builders to finish the works, but 
they were not completed till September, 1876. The governors 
claimed to prove in the liquidation for £1,000 damages, 
but did not show by evidence that they had sustained any 
particular damage. The judge of the county ccurt was of 
opinion that the £1,000 was named in the agreement as a 
penalty, and that the governors could not prove without 
showing actual damage. The Chief Judge held that the 
contract must be construed strictly according to its terms, 
and that the governors kad a right to prove for the £1,000, 
‘without adducing any evidence of actual damage. 





AssIGNMENT OF Trust Funp—Norice—Pnriority.—In 
another case of Re Lewer, heard the same day, the receivers 
appointed in a chancery suit for the dissolution of a partner- 

ip between Reed & Lewer had been directed by the decree, 
after paying the debts and costs, to pay the residue of the 
moneys received by them to the two partners according to 
their respective interests in the partnership. On the 6th 
of September, Lewer gave to Wilkes, one of the receivers, 
@ charge on his interest in the moneys to secure a debt due 
from him to Wilkes. On the 18th of September Lewer 
‘signed an order on Wilkes authorizing him to psy to 
Garrard & Bartram (to whom Lewer was largely indebted) 
the balance due to him from the partnership estate. The 
‘same day Wilkes signed a written acceptance of this order, 
in which he stated that‘he estimated the balance coming to 
Lewer at about £500, but he did not inform Garrard & 

ram of his own prior charge. In December, Wilkes, 
with the assent of the other receiver, appropriated £400, 
part of the moneys received on account of the estate, in part 
payment of his own charge. Lewer afterwards became 
krupt. The county court judge decided that Wilkes 
‘was bound to inform Garrard & Bartram, when he accepted 
the order to pay them, of his own prior charge, and that by 
his omission to do this he had lost his priority, and his 
honour ordered Wilkes to pay the £400 which he had re- 
tained to Garrard & Bartram. The Chief Judge held that 
no such obligation could be imposed upon Wilkes, and that 
nothing had taken place to deprive him of his priority. - 


— 


AppeaL rrom County Couvrr—Entsrine EvipENCE IN 
Orper—Jupor’s Norss.—In a third case of Re Dowling, 
the same day, an appeal from a county court had been in 
the paper for hearing before the long vacation. On that 
Occasion it appeared that the evidence upon which the 
order was based had not been entered in it, and the Chief 
Judge then remitted the case to the county court to have 
the evidence duly entered. When theappeal was restored 
to the paper, and had been again opened, it appeared that’ 
there was entered in the order that which purported to be 
the effect of the evidence of a witness who had been 
examined vivd voce in court, and it was stated by counsel 
in explanation of this that no record existed of this 
Witnega’s evidence, unless it was to be found in notes taken 
by the judge himself, The Chief Judge said that he could 
not act upon what only purported to be the effect of the 
evidence ; he must have the witness’s own words, so that 
he might be able to form his own judgment as to their 
meaning. He must therefore see the judge’s notes, or the 
‘witness must be re-examined, It was arranged that the 
latter course should be adopted. 








UNIVERSITY EDUCATION FOR 
SOLICITORS.* 


At the last provincial meeting of this society an excel- 
lent paper was read by our friend Mr. Shirley, of Don- 
caster, on “‘ The Practical Training of Solicitors.” I have 
no intention to call into question the views expressed in 
that paper, or the course of study which the writer has 
recommended to the generality of young men, on their 
leaving school at the ordinary age, for the acquirement of 
the practical knowledge of our profession. Mr. Shirley 
expressly stated that his remarks were intended “to apply 
to a training for a special practice, in which bread had to 
be earned and the butcher’s bill paid, and not to the study 
of the law as a general science.” In the majority of cases 
of young men destined for a solicitor’s profession, it will 
probably be an object of importance to parents, with ree 
spect to family considerations and other circumstances, to 
confine the expense and period of education within the 
narrowest possible limits, and I cannot therefore expect a 
general application for the remarks which I am about to 
offer. 

The circumstance of the selection of Oxford as the place 
of the provincial meeting for this year will, I hope, be re- 
garded as a sufficient excuse for a member of your body 
and of the university to offer a brief exposition of some of 
the advantages which appear to him to be available to 
members of our profession from a university career. 

In considering this subject, it must be borne in mind 
that the standard of education has been much raised within 
recent years, and, as members of a learned and responsible 
profession, parents must take care that their eons do not 
fall behind in the race for intellectual advancement. 

‘¢ Tis education forms the common mind ; 
Just as the twig is bent the tree’s inclined.” 


The importance to members of our profession of what is 
commonly called ‘‘ higher education,” and of a knowledge 
of the principles of law, is, I think, generally admitted. 
The practical question is, What is the best period for and 
the best mods of attaining these objects ? 

If a boy leaves school at the age of sixteen or seventeen, 
and becomes at once articled to a solicitor, the moat fitting 
opportunity for the acquisition of general knowledge, and 
especially for maturing the knowledge—be it either classi- 
cal, mathematical, or scientific—which he has acquired at 
school, is lost, and the mind is likely to become too soon 
cramped by the exclusive study of law in connection with 
its practical office work. It is the remembrance of the 
drudgery of rudimentary work at school which often makes 
the pursuit of studies, originated there, distasteful in after- 
life to the young man who leaves school at an early 
and they consequently become neglected; but when, by 
further instruction and attention, advance has been made 
in those studies, they generally become appreciated, and 
their advantages are thus secured. 

It would be beyond the limits of this paper to disousa 
the comparative merits of a literary and a scientific 
education as a general preparation for ,our profes- 
sion; I must, however, confess my own preference 
for a literary education. It is that which has been 
recommended as the one which introduces man to men, 
which makes him a partaker of the thoughts of all his kind, 
and which puts him ona level (so far at least as to be able to 
understand what they have henge and left behind them) 
with all the greatest and most cultivated minds that have 
ever been. 

The works of the great classical authors are admitted to 
be the well-springs of genius, science, and taste, and [ 
cannot conceive a better mental discipline for the future 
lawyer than a careful study ef the works of Plato and 
Thucydides, of Cicero and Tacitus ; and an uaiatance, 
with the poetry of Sophocles and Euripides, of Horace and 
Virgil, will prove, not only an accomplishment, but afford 
him much intellectual gratification in alter-life. Civero has 
constantly in his writings recommended the study of the 
works of his predecessors in Greek and Roman literature, 
and referred to the profit and pleasure to be derived from a 
knowledge of them. 


* A paper read at the annual ——— of the Tncor 
ated Law Society at Oxford ia October, 1876, by C. W. 
Eowrence N.A,, solicitor. 
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‘*Heee studia adolescentiam alunt, senectutem oblectant, 
secundas res ornant, adversis perfugium et solatium prebent ; 
delectant domi, non impediunt foris, pernoctant nobiscum, 
peregrinantur, rusticantur ” (Oratio pro Archia poeta). 

The universities provide, not only excellent education 
during the critical period of life between youth and manhood, 
but there is a society to be found there in which young men 
can associate with others of kindred taste and character, and 
are thus enabled to form friendships and connections which 
may prove of the greatest beuefit ina future professional 
career. 

Furthermore, at the university, a man has the opportunity 
of acquiring self-knowledge and habits of intellectual exertion, 
which is lost to one who goes into the world at a school-boy 
period of life. 

I am not sufficiently acquainted with the course of study 
at the other universities to allude specifically to them, but I 
believe that Cambridge, at all events, has within recent years 
extended the subjects of her examinations. My remarks must 
principally apply to Oxford. 

Some years ago the education at Oxford was confined 
within the limits of divinity, philosophy, classics, and 
mathematics, and no great amount of study was then re- 
quired for passing the two examinations which were neces- 
sary for the attainment of the B.A. degree. During that 
period the university was principally resorted to by members 
of the aristocracy and of wealthy families, who went there 
as much for social as for educational purposes, and by young 
men destined for the Church (for which a B.A. degree was 
then a necessary passport), for the bar, and the highest 
stages of the medical profession. 

So little was intellectual work appreciated here about 
thirty years ago that I cun in my own tims recall the defi- 
nition of Oxford by a ‘‘ logic coach” as ‘‘a place where 
there are nineteen colleges and five halls, commonly called 
a seat of learning, but more properly a hunting-box.” 
Within the last thirty years great changes have been 
effected. The number of the examinations has been in- 
creased and the attendance at lectures more strictly en- 
forced. The university has now fully recognized its position 
and obligations as one of the principal seats of higher 
education in this country for all professions. Here are 
orofessors and lecturers in nearly every science, and instead 
of the set discourses of former times, the teaching is closely 
adapted to the wants of individual students. It is the breadth 
and universality of this education that makes it so superior 
to any which can be afforded by any merely technical school. 

Apart from these general considerations, special advan- 
tages are now afforded by the university for the furtherance 
of legal studies. The degree of Bachelor of Arts can be 
taken in the twelfth term, or within a period of three years 
of residence at the university. The first examination, called 
responsions, which only requires such a moderate knowledge 
of classics and mathematics as is possessed by any boy 
who has held a fair position at school, can be passed at the 
end of the first term. The second examination, or 
moderations, can be passed at the end of the first year 
of residence, and requires from ordinary passmen but 
little farther “knowledge of classics and mathematics than 
had to be displayed in the first examination. Upon 
the passi of the second examination, a student 
desirous of devoting the remainder of his time at Oxford to 
the prosecution of legal studies, can give up any further 
classical or mathematical work and qualify himself for a 
B.A. degree, by taking honours in the School of Jarispru- 
dence, and ing an examination, either in the rudiments 
of faith and religion, or, if that subject be objected to on 
conscientious grounds, in some books appointed for the pur- 

by the Board of Studies from among the groups of sub- 
jects proposed for candidates who do not seek honours at 
the second public examination. 

According to regulations lately issued by the examiners 
in the Schoo! of Jurisprudence, the following are the pre- 
sent subjects of examination in that school :— 

1, General jurisprudence, involving a sufficient know. 

of its principles, the theory of Togislation, and the 
early history of legal institutions. 

2. History of English law, involving « sufficient know- 
ledge of the principles of the constitutional law, and of the 
law of real property. 

3. Roman law, involving an acquaintance with the 
Institutes of Gaius and the Emperor Justinian. 


ee 

4. English law, represented by a knowledge of the principles 
of the law of contract. 

And for aspirants to the highest honours— 

5. International law, invelving a knowledge of its outlines 
as a system, and also the history of the laws extending to 
seas, ships, and navigable rivers in time of peace. 

The works of Austin, Bentham, Maine, Blackstone, Hallam, 
Stubbs, Digby, Joshua Williams, and Pollock are the texte 
books for students in this school. 

This summary of the selection of subjects and authors ig 
in itself a tribute to the system of legal education in the 
university. It is a selection which results from a matured 
experience in the science of education. It affords invaluable 
aid to the legal novice, who is eager to make progress, but ig 
unable to deal with the mass of conflicting law which con- 
fronts him. It is the minimum that could explain with 
sufficient accuracy the leading principles which regulate 
actual practice, and yet it contains those principles in a form 
which is not too concise. The works of Austin and the 
treatise of Bentham on the ‘‘ Theory of Legislation,” give 
@ Sufficient insight into the purely analytical priuciples of 
jurisprudence and legislation; while Maine traces 
historically the varying applications of those principles, 
and points out their gradual development. The study of 
Gaius and Justinian teaches in outline the greatest legal 
system that has ever existed, and further explains the 
many details in which English law has been indebted to 
its influence. Blackstone, Hallam, and Stubbs represent 
the various views of those thoughtfal writers on the pro- 
gress of our constitutional and judicial system, which has 
attained a success beyond that of any other modern 
country. The works of Williams and Pollock are moro 
distinctly practical ; but no time is lost by the student 
who acquires a certain knowledge of the elements of the 
law of real property and of contracts, before attempting 
actual office work. International law is daily giving rise 
to important questions, and although itis not a necessary 
portion of the university system, it cannot be well omitted 
by any one who takes an interest in matters which inflaence 
the life and history of our time. 

There are eminent university professors who deliver 
lectures on these subjects during term time; and _ besides 
these professors, there are several lecturers on law in different 
colleges. Moreover, great facilities are afforded to students 
in the shape of ready access to the well-supplied law library 
at All Souls’ College. 

The study of law at Oxford has thus now been carefully 
provided for, not in the shape of practical training, which 
must take place in a barrister’s chambers or a solicitor’s 
office, but by affording the means of acquiring a knowledge 
of its broad principles in obedience to old Coke's maxim: 
‘* Melius est petere fontes quam sectari rivulos.” 

The law schools at Oxford may not go far into the know- 

ledge of law, but they go quite far enough to enable persons. 
who resort to them for honours to appreciate the meaning of 
reading law, and to guide them in doing so. The advantages 
of this guidance have been frequently mentioned to me by 
young men on their commencing work in chambers, and they- 
have freely admitted the benefits which they have derived in 
other respects from university training. 
It is well known that matriculation at the university dis- 
penses with the preliminary examination which wonld 
otherwise be required of a young man before he is articled,. 
and that the attainment of a B.A. degree dispenses with 
two years of service under articles, 

As the B.A. degree can now be obtained within three 
years, the loss of the single year is amply compensated 
for by the educational and social advantages to be derived 
from a university career. 

The university authorities may not be indisposed at a 
fature day to reduce the period of three years by making 
arrangements for the | peseiggmeer of stady in a portion of 
the long vacation. If this could be accomplished, they 
would be conferring a farther boon on our profession. 

In order to make Oxford as accessible as possible to all 
classes of studeuts, statutes have been lately passed enabling 
a person to become a member of the university without 
necessarily becoming a member of a college or hall, provided 
that he satisfies some disciplinary requirements. Such 
students are free, within certain limits, to choose their own 
lodging, and to fix their own rate of fiving. No public: 

an 





provision is made for their instruction other than that which 
is open to all members of the university, without distinctions 
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~ putin matters of discipline they are under the control of a 
' special Board. ‘The social advantages of a collegiate life, 
and the gratification of a college connection in after-years, 
are, however, lost to these unattached students ; and I con- 
sider that the old system of residence within the college 
walls is far preferable, and should be resorted to when cir- 
_ cumstances will permit, the principal objection to it with 

t to expense having been modified within recent years. 

It has been lately officially stated that, so far as university 
and college fees and the expense of board and lodging are 
concerned, a student residing within a college or hall can, 
with economy, obtain the degree of B.A. for a total expen- 
diture of £300. That estimate includes board, room rent or 
lodging, and washing, for twelve terms of residence, tuition, 
oo miscellaneous college charges, admission, examination, 
and degree fees ; the necessary expenses (which it does not 
include) are clothes, books, travelling expenses, and the cost 
of living in the vacations, and these are of course within 
individual control. 

Furthermore, there are the rewards of scholarships and 
fellowships available by intelligent and industrious students, 
In the particular department of law there are the Eldon and 
the Vinerian scholarships awarded by the university, the 
former, once in every three years, to the most deserving 
candidate who has passed with distinction all the examina- 
tions necessary for the B.A. degree; and the latter, three in 
number, for which one scholar is elected every Hilary term ; 
the emoluments being £80 per annum for three years, the 
candidates to have completed, but not to have exceeded, six 
years from their matriculation. The fellowships of All Souls’ 
College have been especially destined for men who have 
‘passed a successful examination in subjects recognized in the 

hools of Jurisprudence and Modern History. 

In conclusion, as-there seems to be but little chance of our 
obtaining, in a teaching capacity at all events, the General 
School of Law for which such efforts have been made by Lord 
Selborne and other champions of legal education, it is well 
for us to fall back on the universities, which have now 
thoroughly identifid themselves with national feelings and 
tastes, and have, 2s regards Oxford at all events, especially 
recognized the claim of law as a science to be taught by 
them, aad so secure to future members of our profession 
(which is admitted to be a high and honourable one) a know- 
ledge of legal principles, as well as of legal practice ; and 
furthermore that status which society accords to those who 
have had a liberal education, confirmed by a university 
degree. 








Huciteties. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the meeting of this society, held at the Law Institution 
on Tuesday last, the question for discussion was as follows: — 
* Are goods delivered to one exercising a public trade to be 
dealt with in the way of his business privileged from 
distress if the trader is not in occupation, for the purpose 
of his trade, of the premises on which the goods are ? Lyons 
v. Elliott (24 W. R. 296); and see article in SoLicirors’ 
Journat for the 12th of February, 1876.” Mr. Eady opened 
the debate in the affirmative, and was followed by Mr. 
Stock in the negative. After an interesting discussion, the 
question was ultimately decided in the affirmative by a 
majority of one vote. 





UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society took place at Clement’s-inn Hall 
on Wednesday evening, November 15, Mr. J. 8S. 
Rubinstein in the chair, Mr. N. M. Roche opened the 

uestion for debate, viz.:— That the present eystem of 

ection of members of Parliament does not secure a true re- 
presentation of the opinions of the electors, and is, therefore, 
unsatisfactory.” A very animated debate ensued, and in the 
end a large majority were in favour of the motion. Thirty- 
five members were present. 








Mr. William Watson, LL.D., Lord Advocate of Scotland, 
has been elected M.P. for the Universities of Glasgow and 
Aberdeen in the Conservative interest, in succession to 
Lord Gordon. 








Obituarp. 


MR. GEORGE NELSON. 


Mr. George Nelson, solicitor, of Buckingham, died at his 
residence, Tingewick, Bucks, on the 6th inst., after a very 
short illness. Mr. Nelson was admitted a solicitor in 1834, 
and had ever since practised at Buckingham. He was 
originally associated in business with the late Mr. Thomas 
Hearn, the firm having been afterwards joined by Mr. 
Henry Hearn, the present registrar of the Buckingham 
County Court. Mr. Nelson had been clerk of the peace for 
the borough of Buckingham since 1840, and town clerk since 
1848.. He was also vestry clerk, clerk to the Buckingham 
Burial Roard and to the Trustees of the Bucks and Hanwell 
Turnpike Roads, a commissioner for oaths in the High Court, 
and a perpetual commissioner for Buckinghamshire. He 
was also a commissioner of taxes for the borough, and a 
member of the Buckingham and Tingewick School Boards. 
His politics were Liberal, and he advocated an unsectarian 
policy in educational affairs. Mr. Nelson lost his wife about 
a fortnight before his death, and the loss appears to have 
had a deep effect upon him. The town council, at the 
annual meeting on the 9th inst., passed a vote expressive 
of their regret at his death. Mr. Nelson was buried at 
Sherington on the 13th inst., and the Mayor and corporation 
of Buckingham attended the funeral. 


MR. WILLIAM SPARLING. 


Mr. William Sparling, one of the oldest solicitors in 
London, died at his residence, 6, Warltersville-road, Horn- 
sey-rise, on the 6th inst., in his ninety-first year. Mr. 
Sparling was the son of the late Mr. William Sparling, 
solicitor, of Colchester, and was bornin 1786. He was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1814, and fora short time practised at 
11, Castle-court, Budge-row, in partnership with Mr. 
Thomas Wood and Mr. Henry Clark. He then returned 
to Colchester, where he was associated, first with the late 
Mr. Samuel Wittey, and afterwards with Mr. Sayers Turner 
and Mr. Henry Griffith Deane. He held for several years 
the office of town clerk of Colchester (now held by Mr. S. 
Turner), but afterwards resumed his London business, 
which he carried on successively at 22, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
1, King’s-road, and 164, City-road. His son, Mr. John 
Alexander Sparling (admitted in 1843), was for many 
years in partnership with him. Mr. Sparling was elected 
in 1852 as clerk and solicitor to the trustees of Islington 
parish, and in 1857, on the division of the offices (cunse- 
quent upon the passing of the Metropolis Lecal Government 
Act of 1855), he became solicitor only. The trustees were 
superseded by the Metropolitan Poor Law Act of 1867, and 
he was then appointed solicitor to the Islington Board of 
Guardians at a salary of £100 ayear. The Poor Law Board 
refused to sanction the nomination, and he afterwards, by a 
mandamus, established his claim to compensation in the 
shape of an annuity (Reg. v. The Local Government 
Board, 22 W. R. 315, L. R. 9 Q. B. 148). Mr. Sparling 
retained all his mental and bodily faculties till a very short 
time before his death. 











At‘s pension of the Hon. Society of Gray’s-inn held on 
the Sth inst., Master Henuiker, Q.C., was nominated a 
member of the Council of Legal Education, in the place of 
Mr. Justice Manisty. 

The jadge of the Liverpool County Court is stated to 
have decided that a railway company was obliged to 
furnish a first-class carriage free from tobacco smoke if a 
traveller so desired. 

At the opening of the Berwick County Court says the 
Glasgow News, the judge complained bitterly of the dis- 
courtesy of the municipal authorities of Berwick in general, 
and of the mayor in particular, He had made a proposition 
to hold his court on Thursdays for the purpose of saving time 
and expense, but, as Thursday is the magistrates’ court day, 
the mayor refused to accede to the county court judge's 
request, The judge is stated to have informed the court 
that as mayors, especially perverse mayors, did not live for 
ever, he had hope yet that his request would be granted on the 
‘arising of a new king.” 
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Appotnturents, Ete. 


Mr, Parure JouN Win11am Cooks, solicitor, of 
Gloucester, has been elected Clerk to the new Gloucester 
School Board. Mr. Cooke was admitted a solicitor in 
1850, and is also clerk to the Gloncester Branch of the 
Bristol Channel Pilotage Board, and secretary to the In- 
corporated Gloucester Chamber of Commerce. 


Mr. GrorcE Frexp1ne, solicitor and notary, hes been 
elected Mayor of the Borough of Dover for the ensuing 
year. Mr. Fielding was admitted a solicitor in 1849, and 
is one of the aldermen of Dover. He is also district re- 
gistrar of the High Court of Justice, registrar of the 
Dover County Court, clerk to the St. Mary’s Barial 
Board, and secretary to the Dover Gas Light Company. 


Mr. Francis Gostirxe Foster, solicitor (of the. firm of 
Fosters, Burroughes, & Robberds), of Norwich, has been 
appointed Under-Sheriff for the City and County of the 
City of Norwich for the ensuing year. Mr. Foster is a 
son of the late Sir William Foster, Bart., and was 
admitted a solicitor in 1852. 


Mr. Henry James Frankutn, solicitor, of Halifax, has 
been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women for the 
West Riding of Yorkshire, 


Mr. Witt Henry Gut, solicitor, of Wakefield, has 
been re-elected Mayor of that Borough for the ensuing 
year. Mr. Gill was admitted a solicitor in 1859. 


Mr. Joun Pope Hennessy, barrister, C.M.G., has been 
appointed Governor of the Colony of Hong-Kong. Mr. 
Hennessy is the son of Mr. John Hennessy, of Ballyhen- 
messy, and was born in 1834. He was educated at tho 
Queen’s University, Ireland, and was called to the bar at 
the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1861, and 
was formerly a member of the Home Circuit. He was 
M.P. for King’s County in the Conservative interest from 
1859 till 1865. Mr. Hennessy was sppointed Governor 
of Labuan in 1867, Governor of the Bahamas in 1871, 
Administrator-in-Chief of the West African Settlements in 
1872, and Governor of the Windward Islands in 1875. He 
was created a Companion of the Order of St. Michael and 
St. George in 1872. 


Mr. Samvex Hosss, jun., solicitor, of Wells, has been 
elected Mayor of that City for the ensuing year. Mr. 
Hobbs was admitted a solicitor in 1850. 


Mr. Rozert Ho.tsy, solicitor, of York, has been ap- 
pointed Under-Sheriff of the City and County of the City 
of York for the ensuing year. 


Mr. Joun Wattine Ion, solicitor, has been elested 
Mayor of the Borough of Bury St. Edmunds for the third 
time. Mr. Ion was admitted a solicitor in 1838, and is 
deputy-coroner for the Liberty of Bury St. Edmunds, 
clerk to the Bury Burial Board, and vestry clerk of St. 
Mary’s and St, James’ parishes (forming the town). 


Mr. Cuartzes Lams, solicitor, of Brighton, bas been 
elected Mayor of the Borough of Brighton for the ensuing 
year. Mr. Lamb was admitted a solicitor in 1840, and is 
one of the aldermen of the borough. He is the first soli- 
citor who has attained the office of Mayor of Brighton since 
ats incorporation. 

Mr. Hexry Lock, solicitor, has been elected Mayor of 
Dorchester for the ensuing year. Mr. Lock was admitted 
in 1835, and is in rship with his son, Mr. Arthur 
Henry Lock. He is an alderman of the borongh, deputy- 
coroner for the county, clerk to the burial board and board 
of guardians, and superintendent-registrar. Mr. Lock 
served the same office in the year 1858. 


_Mr. Samue, Mapres, of Nottingham, has been appointed 
Under-Sheriff, and Mr. James Wet1s Taytor, of 28, Great 
James-street, London, Deputy-Sheriff, of the Town and 
County of the Town of Nottingham. 

Mr. Waiter Mayuew, solicitor, of Wigan, has been 
@lect-d Mayor of that Borough for the ensuing year. Mr. 
Mayhew was admitted a solicitor in 1860, is in partner, 
ship with Mr. Frank Adcock. He is one of the aldermen éf 
the borough, and clerk to the Ashton Highway Board, 





—— 


Mr. Czcrt Moore, solicitor, of Dublin and Omagh, has 
been appointed Clerk of the Rules in the Court of Common 
Pleas in Ireland, in the place of Mr. Arthur G 


| deceased. Mr. Moore was admitted a solicitor at Dublin in 
| 1847, and has been for some time Crown Solicitor for the 


County of Armagh. 


Mr. Gzorce Nioot, solicitor (of the firm of Nicol, Son, 
& Jones), 48, Lime-street, London, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for taking Affidavits in the Supreme Court 9 
Judicature for the Colony of Victoria, South Australia, 

Mr. Goprrey RicHaRD Park, solicitor, of Hedon, and of 
Hull, has been re-elected Mayor of the Borough of Hedon 
for the ensuing year. Mr, Park was admitted a solicitor in 
1841, and is clerk to the county magistrates for the 
Holderness division, and holds several public appointments, 


Mr. Anprew Penrcivat, solicitor, of Peterborough, hag 
been elected Mayor of that City for the ensuing year. Mr, 
Percival was admitted a solicitor in 1839, and was for man 
years coroner for the city and liberty of Peterborough, but 
resigned those offices Jast year. He was formerly in part- 
nership with Mr. Henry Pearson Gates, the retiring 
mayor, but is now associated with his son, Mr. John Andrew 
Fercival. 


Mr. Marwoop Tucker, barrister, has been appointed 
an Additional Private Secretary to the Special Embassy of 
the Marquis of Salisbury to Constantinople. Mr. Tucker 
was educated at Exeter College, Oxford, and was called 
tothe bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1863. He 
formerly practised as an equity draughtsman and convey- 
ancer. 


Mr. Wiii1aAm Epwarp TALLEnts, solicitor (of the firm of 
Tallents & Co,), of Newark, has been elected Mayor of 
that borough for the ensuing year. Mr. Tallents was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1864, and is Under-Sheriff of Lincoln. 
shire for the ensuing year. 


Mr. Downzs WIGGLESWoRTH, barrister, has been elected 
Mayor of the Borough of Queenborough for the ensuing 
year. Mr. Wigglesworth was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1852. 





Legal fPews. 


Mr. De Moleyns, Q.C., has been appointed to hold the 
inquiry, ordered by the House of Commons last session, 
into the case of Mr. Croker, who complained of being un- 
justly dismissed from the Irish Constabulary, in which he 
had been an officer for over thirty years. 


The Supreme Court, in the first department, says the 


Albany Law Journal, have inaugurated a practice which, if 
it should be generally adopted, will become a means of 
inducing students of law to thoroughly prepare themselves 
for their examination for admission, One of the applicants 
for admission to the bar, at the late general term, passed so 
creditable an examination as to call forth a very favourable 
comment from the examining committee, The presidi 
judge thereupon himself administered the attorney’s oa 
to this candidate, leaving the remainder admitted to be sworn 
in by the clerk. 

In the case of Continental Ins. Co. of Hartford, plaintiff 
in error, v. Delpinch, executor of Smith, says the Albany 
Law Journal, a person whose life was icsured in the 
company mentioned by a policy conditioned against 
suicide, was found drowned, not far from a ford. It 
was claimed by the plaintiff below that deceased had. 
attempted to cross this ford in a dark and foggy night, 
and, missing his way, lost his life. Owing to the position 
in which the body was found, the company claimed that. 
the deceased had probably come to his death through 
suicide, and gave as part of the proof of that fact that he 
was a believer in spiritualism. The court said that they 
were unable to see that his belief in spiritualism, or the 
fact that he believed he would enjoy all the pleasures of 
thie life after death, was evidence of suicide. ‘To con- 
clade otherwise, ia to assume that the expectation of 
greater enjoymenta in  fature life than in this, creates & 
suicidal desire, If this reasoning be gorrect, it 
follow that a devout Christian, who believes in a blessed 
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jmmortality, is more likely to commit suicide than one 
who believes in no God, and in. no resurrection, The 





desire of self-preservation is firmly imbedded in human 
nature. 
| drawn from the mere fact of a belief in spiritualism.” 


A legal conclusion of suicide ought not to be 


On Wednesday last, before the Master of the Rolls, the 
- Times reporter says, Mr. Romer applied, on behalf of all 
parties to the now historical action of Cave’ v. Mackentie, 
for directions as to the trial thereof, which, he submitted, 
ought to be by jury, provided this branch of the court 
could have a trial before it with a jury. The case, it may 
be remembered, is the one in which the defendant gave 
notice requiring a trial by jury ; and his lordship directed 
issues to be tried by Mr. Baron Huddleston, at the last 
Hertfordshire Assizes, which were not tried for want of time, 
or some other reason. The Master of the Rolls said it was 
asidgular thing that, since the coming into operation of 
the Judicature Acts, he had directed issues in three cases 
only, and in each of those cases, from causes over which 
he had no control, the order had proved abortive. Ac- 
cording to his recollection of the present case, it was one 
which ought not to be tried without a jury, the question 
being simply whether somebody bought property on his 
own account or as agent for another person. If the parties 
really wished for a trial by jury he would do his best ‘to 
gratify them by directing fresh issues, but he was 
determined not to try any case with a jury unless and 
until the Court of Appeal should decide that he had power 
#0 to try a case. 


At the Liverpool County Court, on Tuesday last, says the 
Liverpool Daily Post, before Mr. T. P. E. Thompson, judge, 
and a jury, a case involving 8 somewhat novel point was 
tried. The plaintiffs were Misses Isabella and Emily 
Vaughan, and they sought to recover the sum of £22 15s. 3d. 
from the defendants, Messrs. Stephens & Danger, 
solicitors, Liverpool, for damages alleged to have been 
sustained through the professional negligence of Mr, 
Danger. Mr. Bonlt (Boult & Avison) appeared for the 
plaintiffs, and Mr. Walton, barrister, for the defendants, 
The plaintiffs, it appeared, kept a ladies’ school at Camden- 
Street, Birkenhead ; and Mr. Joseph Parker, grocer’s 
clerk and lodging-house keeper, became indebted to them 


_ for instruction to his children to the amount of £22 15s. 3d. 


Parker got into difficulties, and called a meeting of his 
creditors. Mr. Danger was instructed, on behalf of the 
plaintiffs, to represent their interests and to object toa 
Composition. Mr. Danger attended the first meeting ; 
but, for some reason, he was not present at the 
second, when a majority of the creditors accepted 
® composition. The contention of Mr. Boult, for 
the plaintiffs, was that.they had sustained a certain loss by 
the absence of Mr. Danger, because, if he had been present, 
the composition would probably not have been accepted. 
After the opening of the cave, his Honour suggested an 
arrangement. It was clear the plaintiffs could only claim 
nominal damages, as no substantial damage could be proved. 
The parties to the case had a consultation, but no arrange- 
ment was come to. His Honoar pointed out that there 
could be no ground of action against Mr. Stephens at all; 
and his name was withdrawn from the case. After hearing 
evidence, the jury found a verdict for the plaintiffs against 
Mr. Danger, damages 1s. 


The Dublin correspondent of the T'imes refers to a diffi- 
culty which has caused disquietude to some of her 
Majesty’s judges in Ireland. It has been a subject of com- 
ment in the press, and the discussion called forth the novel 
proceeding of an explanation from the bench. It relates to 
the appointment of registrar to the Court of Common Pleas, 
about which there has been a struggle among the influen- 
tial patrons of rival candidates. "Fetter the settlement of 
the dispute as to the person to be permanently appointed, 
the Lord Chief Justice nominated his nephew, a son of a 
former registrar of the Queen’s Bench, and he is now in 
emmgeey of the office. The Lord Chief Justice at the 

tting of the court recently alluded to observations which 
had been made in some of the public journals, and 
thought it due to himself and the public, and to the officials, 
to justify his selection. When the late registrar died,. at 
the end of July Jast, it became his duty to appoint an ad 
interim officer. The permanent appointment is in the gift 
ofthe Lord-Lieutenant, but under peculiar circumstances. 








The English and Irish Law and Chancery Commission in 
1866 reported against the practice, as at variance with that 
in England. The Common Law Courts Bill of 1869, and 
the Judicature Bil's of 1874 and of last. session, vested the 
permanent appointment of such officersin the hands of each 
court. The learned judge described the duties of the clerk, 
the rules and regulations, and observed that, as they brought 
him into direct and close communication with the judges, 
and especially with the chief of the court, it was manifest 
that he should be a gentleman of intelligence,. capacity, 
education, and social character, with whom the judges 
could confidentially communicate. Mr. Courteney, for 
whose appointment he was exclusively responsible, was 
unexceptionable in his qualifications. He was eligible by 
law, being a clerk of the court of five years’ standing who 
had entered with the certificate of the Civil Service Com- 
missioners, appointed by the late Chief Baron. He had 
discharged the duties for four months, and had received 
certificates from Mr. Justice O’Brien, Mr. Baron Deasy, and 
Mr. Yeo, clerk of the rules in the Exchequer for many years, 
testifying in the strongest terms as to his fitness. It had 
been alleged that he ought to have acted on the rule of 
seniority in the office; but it did not apply to such an 
— and properly did not for the reasons he had indi- 
cated. 


A sharp and somewhat amusing contrast between ancient 
and modern notions of law is afforded, says the American 
Law Review, by a recent case of attempted suicide in India 
(narrated by an English journal) :—“‘A Brahman of the 
Brahmans’ claimed a debt or a concession from an adver- 
sary. His importunities being of no avail, he at last 
avowed his intention of sitting in ‘dharna’ at the door of 
the other until his demand should be complied with, or 
heaven release him from his sufferings, and so cast the 
blood of the holy upon the head of the obdurate. He 
accordingly ‘sat’; but the operation becoming tedious 
after a time, and not producing the desired result, he pro- 
claimed his determination to live no longer on the 
with the stiff-necked. With his janeo in one hand, and 
dust from the threshold of his oppressor in the other, the 
Brahman forthwith leaped head foremost into the village 
well. Seized with terror and remorse, his opponent now 
rushed forth to the month of the fatal well, and, with 
hands clasped, in contrite tones besought his injured victim 
to avail himself of the rope thrown down to save him, 
and only to come up,-when all would be well.. Thus 
adjured, the holy man consented to be pulled to the sur- 
face of the earth again; whereupon he was seized 
by his adversary, and handed over to the police on a charge 
of attempting to commit suicide.” Sir Henry Maine, who 
has found in the Brehon laws remains of a procedure among 
the ancient Irish analogous to sitting in ‘‘ dharna” (‘‘ Early 
Hist. of Institutions ”), did not naturally discover any trace 
of such ® summary mode of relief from a situation so full of 
distressing constraint as this must have been to the debtor, 
Indeed, if we remember rightly, he does not indicata what 
steps it is supposed a debtor might take. An experience of 
Adamnan, Abbot of Hy, would seem to show how such a 
pressure might be withstood:—‘ The Irish life of Adamnan 
represents the saint as ‘fasting against Irgalach,’ immersed 
in the River Boinn, and overcoming him by deceit. This 
system of fasting against an obnoxious individual was a 
favourite mode with the Irish ecclesiastics of bringing down 
visitations upon their enemies. Irgalach resisted the influence 
of St. Adamnan’s fasting dy doing the same himself; until 
Adamnan, by inducing one of his people to personate him, 
put Irgalach off his guard, and thus got the mastery over 
him.” 


On the election of Mr. Charles Lamb as Mayor of 
Brighton, his worship, accompanied by the town clerk, 
attended at the police-court and formally subscribed to 
the customary oath, in the presence of Mr. A. Bigge, the 
stipendiary police magistrate, and Alderman Ircland, J.P. 
When his worship had taken his seat upon the bench as the 
chief magistrate of the borough, Mr. T. A. Goodman (the 
clerk to the justices of the Hove Petty Sessional Division 
rose and said that, as the senior member of the | 
profession present —(his friend, Mr J. K. Nye, who 
attended, being not the senior in practice, although he was 
so in years)—he desired to ask permission, on behalf of 
his professional brethren practising at the court, to con- 
gratulate Alderman Lamb upon taking his seat as the 
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chief magistrate of Brighton. It afforded him, he said, 
the.greatest possible pleasure to see the mayor in the 
high position to which he had been called, for he (Mr. 
Goodman) had been associated with his worship before 
commencing his professional career—indeed, he might say 
for a lifetime; and he was sure that all would agree that 
there was no one more fitted than Mr. Charles Lamb to fill 
the office. His knowledge of law, his sound wisdom, and 
his good judgment would, he was certain, lead him at all 
times to administer justice with mercy, and mercy with 
discretion. When he looked back to his earliest associa- 
tions with Mr. Lamb, before he (the learned gentleman) had 
entered the profession, it gave him the greatest possible plea- 
sure to be enabled to congratulate him on assuming the 
dignitied office of Mayor of Brighton; and he hoped that his 
worship would be spared with health and strength to carry 
out the important duties of the position, and that his legal 
bretbren would often meet him in his judicial capacity in 
that court. - Mr. J. C. Penfold, who meanwhile had entered 
the court, said he could but add his congratulations to 
those already expressed by Mr. Goodman. He had very 
great pleasure in seeing Mr. Lamb take his seat upon the 
bench, and he hoped that his success would induce 
other and younger members of the profession to try 
and emulate his example, and, in future years, hold 
the position which his worship now so honourably 
filled. The mayor said he felt very deeply this mani- 
festation of kindly feeling on the part of his professional 
brethren, and he regarded it as an augury that he should 
receive their assistance and support during the time he had 
the honour of occupying a seat upon the bench. It was from 
the advocates who appeared before them that the bench 
received their greatest strength ; and he was quite satisfied they 
knew sufficient of him to fee 1 assured that he would do the 
best he possibly could to hold the scales of justice with an 
impartial hand. He was always happy to meet his profes- 
sional brethren on business or other occasions; but the police- 
court was one of those places from which, perhaps, they 
would rather be absent; for they sometimes witnessed painful 
scenes there. He was happy to say, however, that this 
morning there was no business to be transacted. He sincerely 
thanked them for their kind expressions, which he felt the 
more because he knew they were dictated by sincerity. 
The legal gentlemen then retired. 








Court Papers. 


WINTER ASSIZES. 


Mellor, J.—Stafford, Nov. 22; Chester, Dec. 2; Swan- 
sea, Dec. 11. 

Lush, J.—Norwich, Nov. 22; Winchester, Dec. 1; 
Exeter, Dec. 13. 

Lindley, J., and Lopes, J.—Manchester, Nov. 23 ; Liver- 
pool, Dec. 6. 

Haddlestoo, B.—Lincoln, Nov. 23; Derby, Nov. 29; 
Warwick, Dec. 4; Worcester, Dec. 16. 

Hawkins, J.—Darham, Nov. 27; Newcastle, Dec. 4; 
Leeds, Dec. 11. 


LANCASHIRE WINTER ASSIZES, 1876 


The commissions for holding these assizes will be opened 
at Manchester on Thursday, the 23rd of November, and at 
Liverpool on Wednesday, the 6th of December. 

Causes for triel at Manchester can be entered provisionally 
at the office of the district registrar and deputy-associate, 57, 
King-street, Manchester, on Tuesday and Wednesday, the 
21st and 22nd of November, during office hours. 

Causes for trial at Liverpool can be entered provisionally at 
the office of the prothonotary and associate, 13, Harrington- 
street, Liverpool, on Monday and Tuesday, the 4th and 5th of 
December, during office hours. 

The entry of causes at Manchester and Liverpool 
respectively will commence at the assize courts, Manchester, 
and St. George’s Hall, Liverpool, immediately after the 
opening of the commissions, and will close at nine o’clock on 
the evening of the commission day. 

Civil business at Manchester will not be taken before 
Tuesday, the 28th of November, at ten o’elock in the fore- 
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noon. The court will sit at Liverpool on Thursday, the 7th 
of December, at eleven o’clock in the forenoon. 

The trial of special jury causes will commence at Man-. 
chester on Thursday, the 30th of November, at ten o’cloek in 
the forenoon, and at Liverpool on Monday, the 11th of 
December, at the same hour, unless the court shall otherwise 
order. % 

A list of causes for trial at Manchester and Liverpool, 
respectively, each day (except the first) will be exhibited in 
the corridor of the court and in the library. 

By order of the judges, 

Prothonotary’s office, Liverpool, Nov. 16. 





T. E. Pacer. 





CONTEMPT OF COURT. 


In the case of Storey v. The People, recently before the 
Illinois Supreme Court, the facts were thatin March, 1875, 
the grand jury for Cook County returned against Storey, 
who was then the editor of a newspaper, three indictmentg 
for libel, and one for publishing an obscene newspaper. 
Therenpon there appeared in Storey’s paper a series of 
violent and abusive articles, attacking the integrity of the 
jury as a body, and the characters of its individual mem- 
bers. The jury appealed to the court for protection, Storey 
was called before the court, and committed to gaol for con- 
tempt. An application was made to the Supreme 
Court in his behalf, and he was discharged on 
bail. It appears from the case before the Supreme 
Court that all the indictments against Storey had 
been returned before the publication of the artic'es com- 
plained of; and that, at the time of their publication, 
Storey had no knowledge or belief that there were any other 
complaints pending against him. There did not appear to 
be any allegation that the publication was calculated to pre- 
vent the obtaining a competent petit jury to try the indict. 
ments, or that the presiding judge would be affected thereby, 
The only question, then, was, assuming the articles to be 
libellous, whether the publication of a libel on a grand 
jury because of an act already done may be summarily 
punished as contempt. The court hold that it cannot, 
After citing The Queen v. Lefroy (23 W. R. 332, L. R.8 
Q. B. 184), where it is said the superior courts ‘‘ were 
carved out of the one supreme court, and were all divisions 
of the aula regis, where it is said the king in person dis- 
pensed justice, and their power of committing for contempt 
was an emanation of the Royal authority, for any contempt 
of the court would be a contempt of the Sovereign,” the 
opinion proceeds :— 

“The theory of government requiring Royalty to be 
invested with an imaginary perfection, which forbids ques- 
tion or discussion, is diametrically opposed to our theory of 
popular government, in which the utmost latitude and free- 
dom in the discussion of business affecting the public, and 
the conduct of those who fill positions of public trust, that is 
consistent with truth and decency, are not only allowable, but 
essential to the public welfare. 

“The common law mode of proceeding in cases of con- 
tempt presents no question of fact to be tried by a jury. 
The defendant determines by his own answer, under oath, 
whether he is guilty of that which is charged against him as 
a contampt of court; and, ifhe fails thereby to purge himself, 
the court may at once impose the punishment. 

“The law of libel at common law left the jury.to deter- 
mine whether the defendant was guilty of the publication 
alone; but the question of whether the publication was 
libellous was for the court, and it was admissible to show by 
evidence that the publication was true, or the motive with 
which the publication was made. Whether, therefore, the 
party charged with the libel was tried by a jury, or proceeded 
against summarily as for contempt, the only qnestion of fact 
was, whether he was guilty of the publication. 

“In this State, however, our Constitution guarantees ‘that 
every person may freely speak, write, and publish on all 
subjects, being responsible for the abuse of that liberty ; and 
in all trials for libel, both civil and criminal, the truth, when 
published with good motives and justifiable ends, shall be 
a sufficient defence.’ 

‘* This language, plain and explicit as it is, cannot be 
held to have no application to courts, or those by whom 
they are conducted. The judiciary is elective; and the 
jurors, although appointed, are, in general, appcinted by @ 
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Board whose members are elected by popular vote. There 

‘ig, therefore, the same responsibility, in theory, in the judi- 
cial department, that exists in the legislative and executive 
departments, to the people for the diligent and faithful dis- 
charge of all duties enjoined on it; and the same necessity 
for public information with regard to the conduct and char- 
acter of those intrusted to discharge those duties, in order 
that the elective franchise shall be intelligently exercised, 
us obtains in regard to the other departments of the Govern- 
ment. 

“ When it is conceded that the guaranty of this clause of 
the Constitution extends to words spoken or published in 
regard to judicial conduct and character, it would seem 
necessarily to follow that the defendant has the right to 
make adefence which can only be properly tried by a jnry, 
and which the judge of a court, especially if he is himself 
the subject of the publication, is unfitted to try. 

“ Entertaining these views, the judgment of the court 
below must be reversed, and the respondent discharge d.” 





RUFUS CHOATE. 


Mz. G. W. Minns, writing in the American Law Review, 
says :—I remember Choate’s saying, “ Never browbeat a 
witness on the cross-examination : it only makes him more 
obstinate and hostile. When I began to practise law, I used to 
4hink it very fine to be severe, and even savage, towards 
my opponent’s witnesees ; but I soon found it would not do, 
and 1 reformed my method altogether. Violence does no 
good; the gentle method is the best. It is the old story of 
the son and the wind.” His courtesy to witnesses was well 
known, and also the fact that he drew more from the most 
reluctant witness by the skill and suavity of his examina- 
tion than others by harshness, or attempts to intimidate. 

Mr. Choate related the following anecdote of his early 
life to a young member of the Suffolk bar who was regret- 
ting some mistake or oversight he had made: One stormy 
night, during his residence in Danvers, he was called upon 
at a late hour to draw up the will of a dying man who lived 
several miles distant. He went, performed the service, and 
r-turned home. But after going to bed, as he lay revolving 
in his mind each provision of the paper he had so rapidly 
prepared, there flashed across his memory an omission that 
might cause the testator’s intention to be misunderstood. 
He sprang from his bed, and began dressing himself rapidly, 
to the great surprise of his wife; only answering her in- 
quiries by saying that he had done what must be undone, 
and, in the thick of the storm, rode again to his dying client, 
explained the reason of his return, and drew a codicil to the 

will which made everything sure. Mr. Choate then added, 
“A clever man will blunder sometimes; but a blockhead 
‘blunders—ex vi termini.” 

A blacksmith having failed in business, a friend, to enable 
him to start once more, loaned him some iron, which a 
creditor attached at the forge. The friendly owner sued in 

“trover for his iron. Choate appeared for him, and pictured 
‘the cruelty of the sheriff's proceeding as follows:—‘‘ He 
_ &rrested the arm of industry as it fell towards the anvil; he 
_ put out the breath of his bellows; he extinguished the fire 
upon his hearth-stone. Like pirates in a gale at sea, his 
enemies swept everything by the board, leaving him, 
"gentlemen of the jury, not so much—not so much as a horse- 
_ shoe to nail upon his door-post to keep the witches off.” The 
tears came into the blacksmith’s eyes at this affecting 
description. One of his friends, noticing them, said to him, 
“Why, Tom, what's the matter with you? What are you 
blubbering about ?”—‘‘I had no idea,” was the reply in a 
whimpering tone—“I had no idea I had been so much 
@-a-a-bused!’’ Nor had he, till Choate told him. 

At a trial of a cashier of one of the South Boston banks, 
charged with embezzlement, Choate, who appeared for the 
defence, argued that the cashier was compelled to do what 

had done by his superior officers, the direotors ; that 

_ they had swindled the public ; that they were the respon- 
sible parties, and should suffer the punishment. He was 
Proceeding to flay the directors, when one of them rose in 
Court, and, in great anger, began to denounce Choate, who, 
hardly allowing himself to be interrupted, said mildly, ‘I 
beg the director to be seated, as he fe ts to be treated with 
moderation in a court of justice.” And then, instantly 
breaking out into a scream, and with thegreatest impetuosity, 
he exclaimed, “TI tell you, gentlemen of the jury, my client 





was as helpless in the hands of these directors as an infant 
surrounded by ten thousand Bengal tigers!”’ I give this as 
a specimen of the extravagance which Choate sometimes 
allowed himself. No one, however, smiled; every one 
looked grave, and full of sympathy for the unfortunate in- 
fant thus encircled, and ready to bewail the inevitable 
catastrophe. It is well known that Choate could say and 
do things in court that in other men would have excited 
shouts of laughter, but which, coming from him, produced 
no such effect. The reason was his intense earnestness. 

Mr. Choate’s indifference to money was well known. He 
undoubtedly lost thousands of dollars by carelessness in 
collecting, and negligence in charging for his services. The 
only account-book he kept while I was with him was his 
office-docket, in which actions were entered by any one in 
his office who made out a writ. He would sometimes come 
into the office, and exclaim, “ My kingdom for 500dols. —for 
400dols,—100dols.! Where does the money go? No matter 
where. Where shall it come from? That’s the question of 
the hour, the minute. Upon whom shall I make a raid ? Let 
me see.” And he would turn to his docket, and, after I had 
made ovt a few bills from the particulars given me, receipt 
them, and ask me to collect them. I seldom found any 
difficulty in collecting, and no one objected to the charges. 
Sometimes, when a man did not pay, Mr. Choate would ask 
me to get his note, which he indorsed, sent to a bank to be 
discounted, and, at maturity, perhaps had to take it up 
himself. 

He subsequently got a cash-book and entered, as the 
first item, “The office debtor to one quart of oil, 374 
cents.” The next entry was six months later, and closed 
the record. I have heard of another account-book, in 
which the only entry was a debit for the price of the book. 

A member of the bar called upon him to induce him to 
be senior counsel in defence of a man accused of murder, 
and, in the course of the conversation, stated that his client 
had no money. ‘‘ What!” exclaimed Choate, “hands 
reeking with human blood, and not a cent in his pocket! 
Outrageous !” : 

On a very hot day, Mr. Choate was arguing a case at a 
law term of the Supreme Court, before the full bench. He 
evidently had the wrong side. Besides other cases against 
him, a decision of the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania had 
been cited, which was exactly in point, and conclusive 
against his positions. He was apparently in the full tide of 
successful argument, and was approaching its end, when the 
Chief Justice said, ‘‘ What do you say to the Pennsylvania 
case, Mr. Choate?” ‘‘ Your honours, I have not forgotten 
that case. By no means. I was coming to it directly. 
By turning to it, you will notice that the decision 
was given in the month of July, in the height of the hot 
season, in the extremely hot town of Harrisburgh, in the 
interior of the State, far away from the ocean breezes 
which here, at this moment, are beginning to fan the 
heated brow of justice. We all know that Homer some- 
times nods ; and I submit to your honours whether it is not 
indisputable that the judges of the Supreme Court of Penn- 
slyvania—convened in the very heated interior of the State, 
in the extremely hot month of July, probably on one of the 
hottest days of that month, and in the afternoon, as the 
report fortunately happens to inform us—were, at the 
time of pronouncing this abnormal decision on which my 
brother so much relies, either most of them profoundly 
asleep, or all ‘ nodding, nid, nid, nodding,’ and 80 not re- 
sponsible for the strange doctrines laiddown.’’ There 
was great merriment among the judges, and it was in- 
creased by the profound gravity of Choate. The Chief 
Justice (Shaw) shook his sides till I thought he would roll 
off his chair. 5‘ 

A story circulated in the office, for the truth of which 
I do not vouch. I only “ tell the taleas ’twas told to me.” 
A stranger called upon Mr. Choate, and said that he had 
come to him, as the head of the Suffolk bar, to consult 
him upon a matter very important to himself. It seems, 
that, at an hotel, the man had had a dispute with one of the 
waiters, who finally told him to go to h—I. ‘“‘ Now,” he 
continued with an air of great importance, “I ask you, 
Mr. Choate, as one learned in the law, and as my legal 
adviser, what course, under these very aggravating cir- 
cumstances, it is best for me, in your judgment, to par- 
sue?” Choate requested him to state again, in order of 
time, everything that occurred, and to be careful not to 
omit anything, and, when this had been done, remained 
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for a few moments as if lost in deep thought. At last, 
with the utmost gravity, he spoke: “ I have been running 
over in my mind all the statutes of the United States, all 
the statutes of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, and 
all the decisions of all the judges thereon, and I am satis- 
fied there is nothing in them that will require you to go 
to the place you have mentioned ; and don’t you go.”” The 
man, it is presumed, followed this good advice. 

A member of the bar tells me, that at the time of the 
trial of the Tufts Will case, in which Webster and Choate 
were counsel for the plaintiff, and Samuel Hoar and 
Augustus Peabody for the defendant, he was dining at 
Parker’s restaurant, which was then in the basement of 
the building on the corner of Court-street and Court- 
square. Webster and Choate were seated at the next table 
in the public dining-room. Mr. Choate, as junior counsel, 
had finished his work in the case, and, as usual with him 
at such a time, was nervous and indisposed, and 
of nothing but tea and toast. Webster, on the other hand, 
although he was to make his argument in the afternoon, 
was indulging in beef, ale, and brandy and water, ad 
libitum, and was as comfortable as if he bad a month’s vaca- 
tion before him. When the court-house bell rang, Webster 
went into court, and soon commenced his argument, ap- 
parently without having taken any time to prepare it. 
His first remark, in reference to some rather angry discus- 
sion that had taken place, was, “My advice to my 
brother is, to keep cool; and let him always remember 
that truth is a pearl to be obtained only in still 
waters.” At its close, Choate came to his office, 
where he exclaimed most enthusiastically, ‘‘The 
greatest argument Webster ever made! Magnificent be- 
yond even the powerful appeal he made in the Knapp case 
for the admission of the confession of the prisoner!” 
Some one then asked Choate what he thought of Jeremiah 
Mason, who had previously been employed in the Tufts 
case, “ A very great lawyer,” he replied ; ‘but he is not 
juicy.” 

I never saw Choate lose his self-possession in court, ex- 
cept once. He was arguing a case to a jury, Judge Wilde 
presiding. The judge interrupted him with the remark, 
“Mr. Choate, the witness did not make the statement you 
attribate to him.” “With your honour’s permission, I 
will say that I cannot be mistaken. I took down every 
word the witness uttered, and have it here in black and 
white, just as I have stated. If your honour will look at 
my notes, you will find it so.” Tarning to the jury, he 
went on: “Just as I have told you, gentlemen of the 
jary, the witness testified ;”’ and he then repeated the 
statement. The judge, again interrupting, said gruffly, 
“I don’t want to look at your notes, Mr. Choate ; and, if 
I did, you know I could make nothing of them. The wit- 
ness did not say what you state.” Then leaning forward, 
and pointing his finger at Choate, he continued: “ You 
wanted him to say so and so, Mr. Choate, and you did 
your best to try and make him; but you couldn’t do it.” 
Choate stood for a few moments silent, evidently embar- 
rassed, and then took up another part of the case. 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


November 17, 1876. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent. Consols, Annuities, April, ’s5, 93 

Ditto for Account, Dec. 1, 954 | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug, 1408 

Do 3 per Cent. Reduced, $44 Ex Bills, £1000, 24 perCt.2 pm 
New 2 per Cent., 94, Ditto, £500, Do, 27 pzm. 

Do. 34 perCent., Jan, °%4 Ditto, 2190 & £200, 27 pm, 

Do. 24 per Cont., Jan. Bank of England Stock. — per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’73 Ct. (hast belf-year), 257 
Annuities, Jan,°80— Ditte for Account, 





INDIAN GOVEREMERT SKCUKITI£G, 


Ditto 5 per Cent.,July,’s0, 1075 | Ditto,s Cut., laay,’79, 4 
Dittofor Account,— Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cents 
Ditto y  enlgg Oct, "84, 1024 April, 

Ditto, 4 , Certificates — Do.Do,5 per C we 
Ditto En faced Ppr.,4per Cont.45 | Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
2nd Bal, Pr., % per C.,5an72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 








——<—— 


RAILWAY STOOK.’ 


























Railways. Paid.|Closing Prices 
dcianaseel <ioaeaall 
Stock Bristol and Exeter 100 pea 
Stock} Caledonian 100 1205 
Stock/Glasgow and South-Western ...... amenibshs soveee| 100 106 
Stock/Great Eastern Ordinary Stock scssscscsssrsreees] 100 50} 
Stock Great Northern 100 134 

.» A Stock*...... 100 141 
Stock/Great Southern and Western of Ireland ,,.,,,| 100 ~ 
Stock /Great Western—Original 100 105: 
Stock|Lancashire and Yorkshire ......... sevssereerseree| 100 1 


Stock| London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Stock, London, Chatham, and Dover., 
Stock London and North-Western .. 
Stock| London and South Western........000 
Stock| Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 

































Stock|Metrop 100 105% 
Stock] _Do., Distrit 100 | 184 
Stock North British 100 105, 
Stock North Eastern 100 1573 
Stock! Narth London ‘ 100 137 
Stock) North Staffordshire .++.....sessssecssveersneessssree| 100 pA 
Stock/South Devon sap eieoes 100 69 
Stock|South-Eastern 100 17 








*A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 








BIRTH. 


Hurron—Nov. 7, at 9, Upper Georg e-street, Bryanston -square, 
the wife of William J. Hutton, of a daughter. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Faiway, Nov. 10, 1876. 
Gresham, William, and Thomas Gresham, 24a, Basinghall st, London, 
Solicitors and Attorneys. Oct 30 
Handley, John Jesse, and George Walkden, Mansfield, Nottingham, 
Solicitors and Conveyancers, Nov 2 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Faway, Nov. 10, 1876, 
Lrm1Tep In CHANCERY. 

Basye Consolidated Silver Mine, Limited.—V.C, Hall has, by an order 
dated Jane 23, appointed A'fred Geod, Poultry, to be official liquida- 
tor. Oreditors are required, on or before Jan 10, to send their names 
and addres*es, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the 
above. Wednesday. Jan 24, at 1.30, is appointed for hearing and ad- 
judicating npon the debts and claims 

Church and Empire Fire Insurance Fund, Lim'ted.—By an order made 
by V.C. Hall, dated Nov 3. it was ordered that the above fund 
be wound up. Carter, Old Jewry chambers, solicitor for the ped- 
tioner 

Seart Barytes and Minerals Company, Limited.—Potition for windisg 
up, presented Nov 7, directed to be heard before the M.2. on Nov 18, 

Bell and Co, Bow churchyard, solicitors tor the petitioner 


County Patatine or LAncaster. 

National Industrial Sanitary Dwellings Company, Limited.—Petition 
for‘ winding up, presented Nov 6, directed to be heard before the 
V.C. on Nov 28. Higson and Son, Manchester, solicitors for the 
petitioner 

Srawwanties or Devon. 

Tamar Valicy Silver Lead Mining Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Nov 4, di to be heard before ths Vies 
Warden, at the Princes Hall, Truro, on Friday, Nov 24, at il. 
Affidavits intended to be used at the hearing in opposition to the pelj- 
tion, must be filed at the registrar’s office, Truro, on or b fore Nov 
22, and notice thereof must at the same timo be given to the péti- 
tioners, their solicitors, or their agent. Paul, Traro, agent tor Coods 
and Co, St Austell, solicitors for the petitioners 


Tosgspay, Nov. 14, 1876. 
Limirep im Caancenrr. 

Barnett’s Patent Asphalte Paving Company, Limited.—By an orfer 
made by V.C. Bacon, dated Nov 4, it was ordered that the above com- 
pany be wound up. Vallance and Vallance, Essex st, Strand, solic- 
tors for the petitioners 

Bayswater Clob and Skating Rink Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, ted Nov 8, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall 
on Nov 24, Silberberg, Cornhiil, solicitor for the petiti 

Belfast and Oarrickfergus Salt Works, Limited.—By an order made by 
V.C. Hall, dated Nov 3, it was ordered that the above works be 
wound up. Attenborough, St Paui’s churchyard, agent for Salmon, 
Ulverston, solicitor for the petitioner 

Gaudet Freres London and Paris Steamship Company, Limited.—By 89 
order made by V,C. Malins, dated Nov 3, ic was ordered that the 
sbove company be wound up. Abrahams and Rodey, Old Jewry, 
sNieitors for the petitioners 

Geudet Freres London and Paris Steamship Company, Limited.—V.0.. 
Malins bas fixed Nov 24, at 11,20, at his chambers, as the time aod 
pace for the appuiatment of an oficial liquidator 
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Kippax Gas Consumers’ Company, Limited.—Upon the hearing of thi 
petition on Nov 4, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
above company be continued. Duncan and Co, agents for Dunning 
and Kay, Leeds 

Kosher Meat Supply Association, Limited.—Creditors are required, on 
or before Dee 11, to send their names and addresses, and the partica- 
lars of their debts or claims, to George William Wood, Sambrook 
court, ghalist. Tharsday, Dec 21, at 12, is appointed for hear- 
ing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Westbourne Grove Drapery and Farnishing Company, Limited.—By 
an order made by V.C. Bacon, dated Nov 4, it was ordered that the 
yoluntary winding up of the above company be continued. Lewis 
and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the petitioner 





County PaLaTINe oF LANCASTER. 
Prescot M. ic Hall Company, Limited.—By an order made by the 
V.C., dated Nov 7, it was ordered that the above company be wound 
up. Mather, Liverpool, solicitor for the petitioner 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, Nov. 10, 1876. 
Christ _— Union Society, Bush Inn, West Bromwich, Stafford. 
Nov 


Touespay, Nov. 14, 1876. 
Wellingborough Tradesmen’s Friendly Society, Horseshoe Inn, Well- 
ingborough, Northampton. Oct 12 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tvurspay, Nov. 7, 1876. 


Adames, Richard, Portsea, Hants, Gent. Dec 9. Thompson v Leggatt, 
V.C. Malins. Feltham, Portsea 





Bailye, Ann, Streethay, Lichfield, Stafford. Dec 4. Bailye v 
Bailye, M.R, Barnes, Lichfield 
Bailye, Thomas, Streethay, Lichfield, Stafford, Gent. Dec 4. 


Bailye v Bailye, M.R. Barnes, Lichfield 
Dnnolly, Procia, Florence, Italy. Jan 16, 


Dunoliy v Austey, V.C. 
Bacon. Somerville, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Grainger, John, Bridli:gten Quay, York, Esq. Dec 4. Gowan v 
Grainger, M.R. Worthington and Co, Eastcheap 
Harman, Henry, Ditchampton, Wilts, Yeoman. Dec 4. Harman v 


Rogers, M.R. Cobb and Smith, Salisbury 
Harrington, George, Nyman’s, Cuckfield, Sussex, Esq. Dec 4. Browne 
v Hill, M.R. Hilland Oo, Brighton 


Jones, David Parry, Esgergraig, Cardigan, Gent. Dec 2. Lloyd v 
Jones, V.C. Malins, Lloyd, Haverfordwest 
Taylor, Ann, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottinghom, Chemist. Dec ll, 


King v Taylor, V.C. Hall. Newton, Newark-upon-Trent 
Young, William, Preshute, Wilts, Yeoman. Decl. Sawyer v Hillier, 
y.C. Malins. Day, Devizes 


Frivay, Nov. 10, 1876." 


Adams, Robert, Kensington park gardens, Merchant. Dec4. Pass v 
Dunéas, V.C. Bacon. Stibbard, Fenchurch st 
Barnicot, Joseph, Avenue rd, Regent’s park, Gent. Dec5. Wood v 


Barnicot, M.R. Heather, Paternoster row 
Deem, Alfred, Eastcheap, Merchant. Dec 9. Deem v Munden, M.R. 
Peddell, Guildhal! chambers, Basinghull st 
Faweus, Isabella, Tynemouth, Dec i5. Black v Faweus, V.C. Hall, 
Chartres, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 
Gladstone, William, Od Broad st, Esq. Dec 30. Gladstone v Gladstone, 
V.C. Malins. Norton, Coleman st 
Hattersley, John, Qua mby, Hudcersfield, York, Dec2. Hattersley 
tv Haigh, V.C. Ba‘on. Owen, Huddersfield 
ohnson, Samuel, Rowley Regis, Stafford, Timber Dealer, Dee 11. 
Thompson v Johnson, V.O. Hall. Griffin, Birmingham 
McBay, William, South Shields, Durham, Master Mariner. Dec 9, 
McBay v McBay, V.C, Malius. Kimber, Lombard st 
Maitland, Caroline, Loudoun rd, St John’s wood. Dec 15, An conay 
Waddell, V.C. Hall. Watkins and Co, Sackville st 
Maurcutt, Frede:ick, Cambridge rd, Bethnal green, Builder. Dec 5, 
Murcutt v Murcutt, V.C, Hail. Webb, Austinfriars 
Parsons, Cecil, Presteign, Radnor, Banker. Dec 21. Russell vy Parsons, 
V.C. Hall. Wakelin, Presteign 
Rogers, William, Weilng, Kent, Gent. Dec9. Rogers v Crabbe, 
V.C, Malins. Powys, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Smith, Matilda, Leamington, Warwick, Dec 31. Smith v Pope, V.U 
Hall. Gamlen and Son, Gray’s inn sq 
Wells, James, Bloxwich, Stafford, Gent. Dec 5. McMann v Daniells, 
M.R. Rankin, Westbromwich 
Wells, Louisa, : Crcwndale rd, Camden town. Dec 6. Haslegrave v 
Goodliffe, M.R. Brook, New inn, Strand 


Tuespayx, Nov. 14, 1876. 
Conway, James, Liverpool, Esq. Dec9. Conway v Conway, M.R. 
Orford, Manche: ter 
Godfrey, Henry Wi liam, Hatfield, York, Gort. Dec 11, Godfrey ¥ 
Godfrey, V.0, Malins, Champney, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Rawstron, James, Aiden, Lancashire, Cotion Spinner, Decl. Max- 
well v Rawstron, V.C, Malins. Hall, Accrington 


Creditors ander 22 & 28 Vict. cap, 36, 
Lait Day a Claim. 
Farpay, Nov. 10, 1876. 
Anderson, William, Seymour st, Hyde park, Esq. Dec 23. Burne 
and Parker, Liacotn’s inn fields 
Bean, eet, Tunbridge Wells, Kent. Jan1, Stevens and Co, Cole- 
man s 
Bowell, Anna, Markham sq, Chelsea. Jani. Badham, Salters’? Hall 
court, Cannon at 
Brown, Huily, Clarence terrace, Regent's park. Jan 10, Storey, 
my rd, Bedford row 
Butt, Honry John, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Esq, Deo 22, Wynne and 


Son, Lincoln's inn fields 
Arthur Brian, Long Eaton, Derby. Decll, Brittle, Notting- 





Dixon, James, Stapleford Abbotts, Essex, Shopkeeper. Dec 2¢, 
Surridge ana Co, L ombard st 

Earnshaw, George. Knottingley, York, Innkeeper. Dec 9. Foster and 
Richards, Pon'efract 

Erpe, Robert, Findern, Derby, Gent. Jan 7. Sales, Derby 

Fox, Henry Lane, Grosvenor st, Esq. Dec 23. Farrer and Co, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Hardy, Benjamin, Upper avenuerd, Esq. Decl0. Parkers, Bedford 

Ww 


ro 

Hawkins, Soph ia, Plymouth, Devon. Jan 10. Edmonds and Son 
Piymouth 

Hopkins, William, Combes End, Gloucester, Yeoman, Dec 23. Trer- 
field, Chipping Sodbury 

Jones, Thomas Charles, Liverpool, Master Mariner. Dec7. 
Liverpool 

Kershay, John Evans, Henrietta st, Covent garden. Dec 12. Cobbett 
and Co, Manchester 

Lawrence, John Glover, Liverpoo), Solicitor. Dec 1. 
Dixon, Liverpoo 

Lawrence, Sarah Ellen, Fairfield, nr Liverpool. Dect. Lawrence and 
Dixon, Liverpool 

Lemon, Jonn Lionel, Sheffield, Theatrical Manager. Dec 13. New- 
bould and Gould, Sheffield 

Livermore, Ann, Upminster, Essex. Dec 24. 
Lombard st 

Penfold, William Margesson, Preston, Sussex, Esq. 
and Lane, Bedford row 

Playford, Robert, Towaite, Norfolk, Gent. Dec 22. Nerton, Bungay 

— n, Robert, Gateshead, Engine Driver. Nov 30. Robson, Gates- 

e 


Forrest, 


Lawrence and 


Surridge and Co, 


Jan 7. Barker 


Rover, William Bobert, Winterborne Clenstone, Dorset, Yeomaa. 
Jan 1. Symends and Son, Dorohester 

Royle, George, Newton Moor, Cneshire, Butcher. Nov27. Marsh and 
Coppock, Stockport. 


Schulz, Edouard, Conduit st, Bond st, Gent. Jan 1. Badbam, 
Saiters’ Hall court Cannon st 
Shepard, Richard, Upper st, Islington, Fancy Jeweller. Dee 30. 


Lawrence, Godliman st, St Paul's churchyard 
— Joseph, Matlock, Derby, Gent. Jan 8. Cutts and Co, Chester- 
d 


Southam, George, Pendleton, Lancashire, Surgeon. Dec 30. Cunliffe 
and Co, Manchester 

Storey, Thomas, Harmby, York, Gent. Jan1. Teale, Middlesborough 

Studley, John, Seaborough, Somerset, Esq. Jan 10. Symonds aad 
Son, Dorchester 

Taibot, Sur Charlies, Biggleswade, Bedford, Admiral R.N, Jan 1. 
Walker and Co, King’s rd, Gray’sinn 

Taylor, Herbert Edward, Dover, Kent, Esq. Dec 15. Bircham and 
Co, Partiament st, We-tminster 

Treweeke, Rev George Napleton, Southsea, Hants. Barker 
and Lane, Bedford row 

Wightman, Mary, Norton, York. Jan 1. Jagger, New Malton 

Williams, Margaret, Waterloo, nr Liverpool. Decl. Toulmina and Co, 
Liverpool 

Winter, James, Norfolk, Geat. Jan 1. 


Jan 9. 


Winter and Francis, Norwich 


Bankrapts 
Fripay, Nov. 10, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1969. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Knight, Douglas, Alpha pl:ce, Canterbury rd, Kilburn, Grocer. Pet 
Nov7. Hazlitt. Nov 22 at 12 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Hamburger,S , Birmingham, Jewellers’ Factor. Pet Nov7. Cole. 
Birmingham, Nov 20 at 3 

Hunt, George War wick, Hove, pr Brighton, Gent. Pet Nov 8 
Evershed. Brighton, Nov 29 at 11 

Myring, Charles, Birmingham, Saddler, Pet Nov 6. Parry. Bir 
mingham, Nov 24 at 2 

Stafford, Francis, Ilkeston, Derby, Tobacconist. Pet Nov 8. Weller. 
Derby, Novj29 at 12 


Tuespay, Nov. 14, 1876, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Backhouse, Thomas, New Beckenham, Keat. Pet Nov 6. Rowland, 
Croydon, Nov 24¢a8 2 : : 
Evans, David, Skewen, nr Neath, Builder. PetNov8. Jones. Neath, 
Nov 27 at2 
Hutchinson, John Joseph William, Birmingham, Clock Case Manu- 
facturer, Pet Nov?. Parry. Bi:mingham, Nov 29 at 2 
Kave, John, Huddersfield, Ropemaker. Pet Neov9. Joues,jan. Had- 
dersfield, Nov 30 at it 3 
Lawrence, James, Poole, Grocer. Pet Nov 10, Dickinsoa, Poole, 
Nov 27 at tl 
Wood, Charles, Leeds, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 8. Marshall. Leeds, 
Deo 6 at 11 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tusspay, Nov. 14, 1876. 
rer, Charles, Mark lane, Merchant. Nov 4 
Th” G. "Princes st, Cavendish aq, Nov 4 
Priestley, Thomas, and Simeon Priestley, Halifax, Woolstaplers. 
Oot 24 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MERTINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpar, Nov, 10, 1876, 
Aitken, Martin Irving, Alford, Lincoln, Flax Dresser, Mov 2] at 3 at 
offices of Walker aud Co, Alford 
Lancashire, Beersolier, Nov 23 at 11 at 
all chambers, Choris 


Archer, William, — ‘.. 
v 23 at 11 at odices 
‘Tyne 


offices of Morris, Town 
Armer, Charlies Winship, Gateshead, Grocer, 
of Allan and Davies, Grainger st, Ne 
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Ashworth, William, Nottingham, out of business. Nov 24 at 12 at 
offces of Wells and Hind, Fletchergate, Nottingham 
Barker, George, Wednesbury, Stafford, Grocer. Nov 23 at 8 at offices 
of Sheldon, High st, Wednesbury 
Beards, Reuben, Wolverhampton, General Dealer. Nov 23 at 11 at 
offices of Stratton and Rudjand, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Bennett, Sarah, Nottingham, Draper. Nov 23 at 12 at offices of Belk, 
Middle pavement, Nottingham 
Bentley, John, Birmingham, Journeyman Tallow Chandler, Nov 22 
at 3 at offices of Beaton, Victoria buildings, Temple row, Bir- 
mingham 
Bentley, Samuel, Bradford, Bookseller. Nov 22 at1 at offices of Rooke 
and Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 
Bird, Alfred Greenwood, Leeds, Shoe Merchant. Nov 24 at 2 at offices 
of Rooke and Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 
Bliss, George, Eakley Lanes, Buckingham, Farmer. Nov 21 at 11 at 
offices ot Jeffery, Market sq, Northampton 
Blunt, Thomas, Birmingham, Nov 30 at 11 at offices of Duke, Temple 
row, Birmingham 
Booth, Thomas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Provision Dealer. Nov 24 at 3 
at offices of J ohnston, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ‘ 
Bra‘ley, Philip, Wakefield, Horse Breaker. Decl at 1 at the Manor 
House Inn, Westgate, Wakefield. Stringer 
Brewster, George Enoch, Kingston-upon-Hull, Smack Owner. Nov 22 
at 11 at offices of Shackles and Son, Land of Green Ginger, Kingston- 
upon-Eull 
Burton, Robert, jun, Harlethorpe, York, Farmere Nov 24 at 11 at 
offices of Burton, New lane, Selby 
Cain, George Robert, Radcliffe, Lancashire, Saddler. Nov 22 at3 at 
offices of Rutter, Mawdsley st, Bolton 
Calderwood, George, Castle st, Falcon sq, Manufacturer. Nov 22 at 2 
at offices of Webb, Barbican chambers, Barbican 
Catchpo'e, John Grayston, Pont st, Belgrave sq, Fruiterer, Nov 20 at 
tl atthe Bedford Hote!, Maiden lane, Covent garden. Button and 
Co, Henrietta st, Covent garden 
Caeh, Frederick, and John Davis, Birmingham, Umbrella Furniture 
Manufacturers. Nov 27 at 3 at offices of Rowlands and Bagnall, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 
Clarke, George, and William Pike, Tabernacle walk, Finsbury, Boot 
Manufacturers, Nov 23 at 12 at offices of French, Cratched friars 
‘Col ins, George, Cardiff, Greengrocer. Nov 20 at 11 at offices of Morgan, 
High st, Cardiff 
Cooper, Edwin, Stratford-on-Avon, Victualler. Nov 27 at 11 at the 
Fslcon Hotel, Stratford-on-Avon. Lane, Stratford-on-Avor 
Cope, John, Cardiff, Shipwright. Nov 22 at 11 at offices of Morgan, 
High st, Cardiff 
Cosh, Richard Lawrence, Brighton, out of business. Nov 30 at 3 at 
Biofices of Slater and Pannells, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st. 
Parry, Basingha!l st 
Curry, Robert, Liverpool, Greengrocer. Nov 29 at3 at offices of Nor- 
don, Cook st, Liverpool 
Davies, Edward, Dinas, nr Pontypridd, Contractor. Nov 23 at 12 at 
the Public Hall Offices, Treherbert. Howells 
Dawes, William, Birmingham, out of business. Nov 25 at 11.30 at 
offices of Ward, Moor st, birmingham 
Earl, Samuel, Upper Weedon, Norchampton, Farmer. Nov 23 at 3 a} 
offices of Becke, Derngate, Northampton 
Emery, Robert, Cardiff, Merchant.' Nov 28 at 3 at offices of 
Willams and Co, Albert chambers, High st, Cardiff. Ingledew and 
Co, Cardiff : 
Everitt, Robert, Ilminster, Somerset, Superintendent of Police. Nov 
28 at 11 at offices of Pauil, Ilminster 
Faulkner, Israel, Haughton, Lancashire, out of business. Nov 22 at 3 
atthe White House Hotel, Denton 
Floury, Eugene Lucier, Berners st, Dealer in Mantles. Nov 25 at 2 
at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Froggatt, Argyll st, 
Regent st 
Forknall, Hezekiah, Leicester, Fancy Box Manufacturer. Nov 24 at3 
at offices ot Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 
Foster, Frederick, Leamington Spa, Builder. Nov 23 at 12 at offices of 
Sanderson, Church st, Warwick ’ 
Foster, John Jones, Liverpool, Iron Founder. Nov 27 at3 at offices of 
Yates and Co, Water st, Liverpool 
Grege, Peter William, Mile Ead rd, Confectioner. Nov 18 at 10 at 152 
Westminster bridge rd. Goatly, Bow st 
Harries, Thomas, Victoria, Mon, Contractor. Nov 25 at 10 at offces 
of David, Tredegar chambers, Newport 
Heald, George Fenton, Sheffield, Organ Builder. Nov 22 at 12 at offices 
of Hodgson, Bank st, Sheffield 
Hinchliffe, James, and James Pilling, Manchester Gray Cloth 
Agents. Nov 21 at 3 at offices of Fox, Princess st, Manchester 
Hodgron, Willism, Bristol, Umbrella Maker. Nov 24 at 12 at offices 
of Piummer, Nicholas st, Bristol 
Hornsey, George, Southampton, Gasfitter. Nov 20 at 3 at offices of 
Edmonds and Co, Old Jewry. Shutte, Southampton 
Hunt, Harry, Aston, nr Birmingham, out of business. Nov 24 at 1] at 
offices of Smith, Temple st, Birmingham 
Hoynton, Charles, Leeds, out of business. Nov 21 at 11 at offices of 
Hewson. East parade, Leeds 
Hurrell, Robert, Lower Thames st, Carman. Nov 20 at 11 at the 
Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st, Rigby, 
Beresford st, Walworth 
Hydes, John, and Samuel Judd, Hunslet, Leeds, Bill Discounters, 
Nov 22 at 2 at offices of Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 
Jackton, William, Gainsborough, Lincoln, [ronmonger. Nov 22 at 1 at 
the Exchange Hotel, Shettield. Oldman and Iveson, Gains- 
Dorough 
Jenks, Thomas Jones, Birmingham, Jeweller. Nov 18 at 11 at the 
Union Hotel, Union st, Birmingham. East, Birmingham 
Jobling, George, Leven Bridge, York, Innkeeper. Nov 24 at 11.30 at 
offces of Hudson and Pybus, Dovecot st, Stockton-on-Tees. Garbutt 
and Fawcett, Stockton-on-Tees 
Jones, Thomas Griffith, Neath, Glamorgan, Iron Merchant. Nov 23 
at 12 at offices of Leyson, James st, Neath 
Kay, Mary Ann, Workington, Cumberland, Milliver. Dec 1 at 12 at 
the Globe Hotel, Cockermouth, Atter, Whitehaven 
Lane, Mary,§ Kimberley, Nottingham. Nov 29 at 12 at offices of 
Cockayne, Fletchergate, Nottingham 











Lewis, William, Birmingham, Jeweller. 
Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Little, Narborough Roxley John, Fleet st, Wine Merchant, Nev 21 at 
11 at Dick’s Coffee House, Fleet st. Johnson, Arundel st, Strand 
Martin, John Robert, Lincoln, Joiner. Nov 18 at 11 at offices of Jay, 
Bank st, Lincoln. Rex, Lincoln 
Maxfield, Henry Thomas, Leicester, Elastic Web Manufacturer. Noy 
28 at 12 at offices of Wright, Gallowtree gate, Leicester 
Metcalf, George, Oak Style, York, Farmer. Nov 22 at 11 at the Bay 
Horse Inn, Masham. Oalvert, Masham 
Meyer, Alfred Kaufmann, Sheffield, Factor. Nov 24 at 11 at offices of 
Binney and Sons, Queen st chambers, Sheffield 
Mole, John, Consett, Durham, Bootmaker. Nov 22 at 2 at offices of 
Joels, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Moore, John Morris, Kenilworth, Warwick, Farmer. Nov 17 at 3 at 
the Globe Hotel, Warwick. Pain and Hawtin 
Nixon, James, Hastings, Wine Merchant. Nov 20 at 3 at 111, Cheap- 
side, Plunkett, Gutter lane, Cheapside 
Noble, James, Stockton, out of business. Nov 27 at 12 at offices of 
Thompson, High st, Stockton-on-Tees. Trotter, Stockton-on-Tees 
Parker, Evan, Neath, Glamorgan, Builder. Nov 24 at 1.30 at offices 
of Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Parker, George, and Rawnsley Fieldhouse, New Wortley, nr Leeds, 
Joiners. Nov 21 at 3 at offices of Lodge, Park row, Leeds 
Parker, John, London rd, Clapton, Buiider. Nov 28 at 2 at the Can- 
non st Hotel. O'Neill, King William st 
Parkinson, Richard, Quernmore, Lancashire, out of business. Nov 29 
at 2 at offices of Sharp and Son, Cable st, Lancaster 
Peel, Robert Peal, Bradford, Grocer. Nov 22 at 4 at offices of Atkin- 
son, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Pennell, William, Dudley, Worcester, Licensed Victuatler. Nov 21 at 
11 at offices of Whitehouse, Castle st, Dudley 
Pheasant, Henry, Threckingham, Lincoln, Farmer. Nov 23 at 11 at 
the Fortescue Arms Inn, Billingborough. Law, Stamford 
Pickering, Samuel Whaley, Manchester, Chemist. Nov 22 at 3 at 
offices of Shippey, Cooper st, Manchester 
Reading, William, Aldeburgh, Suffolk, Baker. Dec 1 at 2 at the East 
Suffolk Hotel, Aldeburgh. Pollard, Ipswich 
Reinhold, Hermano Ado!ph, Wellington st, Woolwich, Mechanician. 
Nov 28 at 3 at offices of Barrett and Patey, London wall. Jenkius, 
Tavistotk st, Strand 
Rodda, Jehn, Antrobus rd, Acton green, Builder. Nov 18 at 3 at 
offices of Clarke, Blomfield st 
Roebuck, William Richardson, Gray’s inn sq, no occupation. Nov 22 
2 at offices of Duncan, Gracechurch buildings, Graeechurch st 
Rose, James, Great Grimsby, Lincoln, Painter. Nov 28 at 2 at offices 
of Masons, Victoria st south, Great Grimsb: 
Royer, Richard John, Redcar, York, Baker. 
Bell, Church st, West Hartlepool 
Russell, David, Bootle, mr Liverpool, Book-keeper. Nov 21 at2 at 
offices of Williams, Lord st, Liverpool 
Saul, Richard, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Tailor. Dec 1 at 3 at offices of 
Lowe, Castle st, Liverpool 
Scott, George, Leeds, Cloth Merchant. Nov 22 at 3 at offices of Routh 
and Co, Park row, Leeds. Pullan . 
Seaton, Phillip Richard, Mill st, Hanover sq, Upholsterer. Nov 29 at 
12 at offices of Bridger and Collins, King William st 
Senior, James, Dewsbury, Tailor. Nov 24 at 10.30 at offices of Ridg- 
way and Ridgway, Church st, Dewsbory 
Sexton, Frederick, Great Dover st, Borough, Cabinet Manufacturer, 
Nov 23 at 2 at offices of Whittington and Son, Bishopsgate st with- 
out 
Shaw, James, Hnley, York, Yarn Spinner. Nov 23 at 3 at offices of 
Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 
Sims, Thomas Henry, Great Vine st, Regent st, Tailor. Nov 18 at 1 
at offices of Mitchell, Argyll st, Regent st. Froggatt, Argyll st 
Smith, Herbert, Manton rd, Peckham rye, Commercial Traveller. Nov 
23 at 2 at offices of King, North buildings, Finsbury circus 
Snelus, John, ‘I'wining, Worcester, Land Agent’s Assistant. Nov 20 
at the Swan Hotel, Tewkesbury, in lieu of the place originally 
named 
Sofield, Thomas William, Berkley st, Rotherhithe, Draper. Nov 29 at 2 
at offices of James, Ludgate hill. Morris, Paternoster row 
Speedy, Henry, Brown st, Edgware rd, Licensed Victualler. Dac 1 at 
2 at offices of Layton and Co, Budge row 
Stewart, Anorew Hamilton, Balsall Heath, Worcester, out of business, 
Nov 20 at 2 at the Imperial Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester. East, 
Birmingbam ; 
Suthern, Robert, Newbottie, Durham, Licensed Victualler. Nov 29 at 
11 at offices of Brignall, jun, Durham 
Thompson, Edward, Lee Moor, York, General Dealer. Nov 20 at 3 at 
offices of Brooke, Bond st, Leeds 
Tofield, Daniel, Ellesborough, Bucks, Shep Keeper, Nov 25at 3.30at 
Reader end Son’s Auction Rooms, Temple st, Aylesbury. Reader, 
Gray's inn 8q 
Van Baerle, William Hislop, Golden sq, Government Clerk. Nov 23 at 
1 at Dick’s Coffee House, Fleet st. Maynard, Olifford’s ina 
Wagstaffe, Thomas Heury, Byers green, Durham, Surgeon. Nov 24 at 
2 at offices of Elsdon, Royal arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Walker, Arthur, Madresfield, Worcester, Farmer. Nov 22 at 12 at 
offices of Hill, Furegate st, Worcester 
Watmouth, John, Covenham, Lincoln, Farmer. Nov 23 at 11 at offices 
of Grange and Wintringham, Wes: St Mary’s gate, Great Grimsby 
Westlake, William, Exeter, Builder. Nov 21 at 12 at offices of Harris, 
Gandy st, Exerer. Fryer 
Whittaker, John, Bury, Lancashire, Beerseller. Nov 22 at 3 at offices 
of Anderson, Garden st, Bury 
Williams, John Trevor, and John John Owens, Millom, Cumberland, 
Builders, Nov 29 at 1 at the Station Hotel, Millom. Park, Barrow- 
in-Furness 
Wilson, Charles, Carlisle, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Nov 27 at 11 at 
offices of Oobinson and Watson, Bank st, Carlisle 
Wilson, William, Lowmoor, York, W Spinner, Nov 24 at 3 at 
offices of Watson and Dickons, Market st, Bradford 
Wilson, William, Sunderland, Durham, Tailor. Nov 24 at 12 at offices 
of Lawson and Robinson, Villiers st, Sunderland 
Winscom, Richard Wavel!, Bognor, Sussex, Grocer. Nov 22 at 12 at 
effices of Tippetts and Co, Carter Jane, Doctors’ commons 


Nov 23 at 3 at offices of 


Nov 28 at 3 at offices of 
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"Woolley. Robert, James rd, Caledonian rd,out of business. Nov 23 at 
at offices of Hollowav, Ball’s Pond rd, Islington. Fenton 
“S Tuespay, Nov. 14, 1876. 
Amond, Elizabeth, Congleton, Cheshire, Milliner. Nov 22 at 11 at 
offices of Pointon, Market st, Crewe 
, Samuel, Chetwynd Aston, Salop, Innkeeper. Nov 27 at 12 at 
offices of Fisher and Hodges, Newport d 
Baxter, John, Cambridge, Saddier. Nov 30 at 1i at 145, Cheapside. 
~ Bilison and Burrows, Cambridge 
Best, John Henry, Launceston, Cornwall, Gas Engineer. Nov 26 atl} 
at offices of Square, George st, Plymouth 
Bickerton, Enoch, Longton, Stafford, Bootmaker. Nov 23 at 3 at 
offices of Kent, Market st, Longton 
Bonsor, William, Aston, nr Birmingham, Commercial Traveller, Nov 
98 at 2 at offices of Johuson and Co, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Brett, Robert, Finch, Lowesto{t, Builder. Dec 1 at 12 at offices of 
| Seago, High st, Lowestoft 
Briegs, John Smith, Castleford, York, Grocer. Nov 27 at 1 at the 
| Royul Hotel, Wakefield, Boulton, Pontefract 
Broadbent, John, Halitax, Coal Merchant. Nov 24 at 4 at offices of 
Storey, King Cross st, Halifax 
Brooke, William, Ossett common, York, Flock Manufacturer. Nov 
97 at 2 at offices of Stewart and Son, Bank buildings, Westgate, 
Wakefield 
Brown, James Honeyman, Wardour st, Soho, Picture Frame Manu- 
facturer. Nov 30at3at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Cord- 
well and Scott, Mcorgate st 
Burton, Robert, Burn Common, York, Farmer. 
of Burton, New lane, Selby 
Carter, John, Almorah rd, Islington, Warehouseman's Assistant. Nov 
98 at 8 at offices of Lovering and Co, Gresham st. Rooks and Co, 
King st, Cheapside 
@larke, James, Burton-on-Trent, Coal Merchant. Nov 25 at 11 at the 
Midland Hote!, Station st, Burton-on-Trent, Wilson, Burtoa-on - 


Nov 24 at 2 at Offices 


Trent 
Collins, Henry, Ol4 Shilden, Durham, Ironmonger. Nov 28 at 12 at 
offices ot Maw, jun, High Bondgate, Bishop Auckland 
Davies, Edward William, Denbigh, Gent. Nov 25 at 1 at the Blossoms 
Hotel, Chester. Sherratt, Wrexham 
Davies, John, Darren, Glamorgan, Grocer. Nov 23 at 12 at offices of 
Beddoes, Merthyr Tydfil 
De Little, Frederick Robert, York, Printer. Nov 28 at 2 at offices of 
| Wilkinson, St Helen’s sq, York 
Drayson, Valentine, Gravesend, Grocer. Nov 30 at 3 at 145, Cheapside, 
Stopher, Coleman st 
farle, Henry, Buckingham Palace rd, Pimlico, Lime Merchant. Nov 
30 at 10 at offices of Duignan and Smi'es, “Bedford row 
Emanuel, Joho Herbert, Oxford st, Tailor. Dec2 at 2 at offices of 
ot Froggatt, Argyll st, Regent st 
Breritt, Wiliiam, Birmingham, Draper. Nov 27 at 11 at offices o 
Rowiands, Ann st, Birminghan 
Flavell, Rev John Webb, Ridington, Norfolk. Nov 24 at 12 at offices 
of Stanley, Bank plain, Norwich 
Gardner, John Myers, Leeds, Linendraper. Nov 30 at 2 at the Qaeen’s 
Hotel, Weliington st, Leeds. Rider 
Gil, James, Halifax, Carver. Nov 27 at 12 at offices of Longbottom, 
Northgate chambers, Halifax 
| Gilmour, John, Whitehaven, Fruit Dealer. Dec 4 at 3 at offices of 
Atter, New Lowther st, Whitehaven 
Graham, Joeeph, Birmingham, Tobacconist. Nov 27 at 3 at offices of 
Baller and Bickley, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Green, Thomas, Wath, York, Joiner. Nov 28 at 3 at the Law So- 
ciety’s Rooms, Aldine court, High st, Sheffield. Burdekin and Co 
Herdmar, William, Fiorence rd, New cross rd, Mercantile Clerk. 
Nov 27 at 11 at offices of Lockyer, Deptford bridge 
Bardy, Thomas, Woodnewton, Northampton, Farmer. Nov 23 at 12 
at the Town Hal), Oundle. Sherard, Oundle 
Hartley, Wiliam, and James Hird, Halifax, Woolstaplers. Nov 27 at 
2 at offices of Bovcock, Silver st, Halifax 
Harvel!, Ebenezer James, Dalston lane, Grocer. Nov 23 at 3 at offices 
of Beligrove, Somerford grove, Stoke Newington 
Harvey, Jonathan, Elstree, Hertfurd, General Shopkeeper. Nov 23 at 
| Sat offices of Goatly, Cambridge terrace, Hyde park 
Hatcher, William Edward, Horseferry rd, Westminster, Printer, Nov 
95 at 2 at offices of Willis, St Mariin’s court, Leicester sq 
Hawley, Thomas, Leeds, Smith. Nov 27 at 2at offices of Harle, Bank 


. st, Leeds 
‘Hewlett, George, jun, Blandford Forum, Dorset, Fishmonger. Dec 4 
at 11 at the Grithn’s Arms Inn, Wimborne Minster. Atkinson, 
Bisndford Forum 
Hicks, Thomas Holiand, Keynsham, Somerset, Harnessmaker. Nov 
| MBat12 at offices of Tricks and Co, City chambers, Nicholas st, 
Bristol. Clifton, Bristol 
ns, Edward, Bournemouth, Boot Dealer. Nov 25 at 12 at offices 
| ¢@t Nicholson, Railway approach, London bridge. Grueber, Railway 
approach 
Himson, William, Lowestoft, Builder. Nov 29 at 12 at offices of Seago, 
High st. Lowestoft 
| Hooson, Thomas, Brad ford, Miliner. Nov 80 at 4 at offices of Atkin- 
ton, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Huxley, Richard, Tottenham court rd, Earthenware Dealer. Nov 30 
d 2 a _ Law Institution, Chancery lane. Prior and Oo, Lincoln’s 
in fie 
‘diery, Foster, Aston villas, Lavender hill, Wandsworth, Commercial 
Traveller. Nov 25 at 12 at offices of Geaussent, New Broad st 
/#ner, Walter, Rotherfield, Sussex, Farmer. Nov 24 at 4 at offices 
Of Stone and Simpson, Church rd, ‘Tunbridge Wells 
ings, Robert, Manchester, Fruiterer. Nov 24 at 3 at offices of 
Horner, St Mery st, Manchester 
, Joseph, Siokenchurch, Oxford, Chair Turner, Nov 27 at 3 at 
_ the King’s Arms Hote!, Stokenchurch. Rawson, Great Marlow 
Vchnson, Thomas, Manchesier, Bookseller. Nov 27 at 3 at offices of 
_ Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, eater 
~_, Ges e, Leeds, Paiater. Nov 24 at 11 at offices of Dalton, 
ion st, 8 
William, jun, Cinderford, Gloucester, Contractor, Nov 30 at 
Bint, Oratopber David, sd Live st, Rotboter Weedkmakar 
aent, Chris r David, st, Holbora. . Deod 
| 862 at offices of Cosedge, Clifford’s inn, Fleet st 





Lawrence, Thomas, Birmingham, Retail. Brewer, Nov 23 at offices of 
East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Longden, Thomas Wilson, Manchester, Tailor. Dec 4 at 11 at offices 
of Whitt, King st, Manchester, Bowden, Manchester 

MeNeilage, Edward, ce | Hall place, Old Ford, Bow, Coach Builder, 
Nov 21 at 3 at offices of Godfrey, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st. 
Watson, Guildhall yard 

Markham, William John, Cambridge, Leather Merchant. Nov 25 at 
3 at offices of Barlow and Oo, St Andrew’s st, Cambridze 

Marsh, Tuomas, Newport, Salop, Painter. Nov 24 at 10 at offices of 
Liddle, Newport 

Merson, William, Chelmsford, Auctioneer. Nov 27 at 11 at officss of 
Jones, Tindal sq, Chelmsford : 

Martin, William, Heckmondwike, York, Grocer. Nov 27 at 10.30 at 
offices of Wooler, Exchange buildings, Batley 
Mathison, Robert, Berwick-upon-T weed, Cooper. Nov 27 at 2 at 

offices of Weddeils, Berwick-upon-T weed 

Mattingly, Joseph, Longcott, Berks, out of buviness. Nov 24 at 12 at 
the Junction Hotel, Uffington Railway Station. Foreman, Swindon 

Meddows, Heury, Harborough Mazna, Warwick, Farmer. Nov 23 at 
4at the Windmill Ino, North st, Rugby. Homer, Coventry 

Morgan, James, L+mpeter, Cardigan, Innkeeper. Nov 27 at 3 at 
offices of Lloyd, High st, Lampeter 

Motley, John Thomas, Lincoln, Furniture Broker. Nov 27 at 11 at 
offi.es of Durance, Mint jane, Lincoin 

Muilin, Charles Whitley, Liverpool, Builder. 
Liverpool Law Association, Cook st, Liverpoo]. Frodsham and 
Nichol-on, Liverpool . 

Munson, Roswe'l Carter, Denman st, Southwark, Merchant. Dec 5 at 
3 at offices of Waddell and Co, Queen Victoria st. Vallance and 
Vallance, Essex st, Strand 

Nuttall, Hampson Wood, Radcliffe, Lancashire, Pork Butcher. 
23 at 3 at offices of Scowcroft, Town Hall sq, Bolion 

Osgood, William, Southampton, General Dealer. Nov 28 at 2 at offices 
of Ki'lby, Portland st, Southampton 

Parkin, Jovathan, Leicester, Agent. N.¥ 27 at 3 at offices of Wright, 
Gallowtree gat-, Leicester 

Partridge, Edward, Great Yarmouth, Fish Merchant. Dec 5 at 12 at 
offices of Diver, King st, Great Yarmouth 

Pass, Joseph, Birmingham, Builder. Nov 23 at 3 at offices of Quelch, 
Cannon st, Birmingham ° 

Peacock, Robert, Killingworth, Northumberland, Grocer. Nov 25 atll 
at offices of Johnstone, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Pearce, Robert Austine, Gower st, Wixe Merchant. Dec 4 at 4 at 
offices of Ball and Co, Gresham buildings, Basinghalil st. Carter, 
Old Jewry chambers 

Pearson, James, Heaton Norris, Lancashire, out of business. Dec 1 at 
4 at offices of Best, Lower Kinz st, Manchester 

Philips, Philip, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Grocer, Nov 25 at 12 at offices 
of Beddoes, Aberdare 

Pomfret, William, Blackburn, Lancashire, Tinner. Nov 30at 12 at the 
Montague Arms, King st, Blackburn. Whalley, Accrington 

Porten, Frederick, Phcenix st, S»mers town, Grocer. Nov 28 at 1! at 
offices 0! Breton, Southampton row. Holborn 

Press'ey, George, Killmarsh, Derby, Tailor. Nov 24 at 2 at offices of 
Wake, Castie court, King st, Sheffield 

Price, Watkin, Melincourt, nr Resolven, Glamorgan, Publican. 
27 at 3 at offices of Charles, Parade, Neath 

Richards, William, Ciareville grove, Hereford sq, South Kensington, 
Carpenter. Nov 28 at 11 at offices of Berridge, Duke st, Manchester 


Nov 27 at 2 at the 


Nov 


Nov 


sq 

Richmond, George, Southampton, Tailor. Nov 25 at 2 at offices of 
Robins, Pert and st, Southampton 

Reay, John, Lofthouse, York, Miver. Nov 223at 12 at the Welling- 
ton Horel, Albert rd, Middiesborough. Teale, Middiesdorougn 

Risque, William, Nunhead, Peckham rye, Coal Merchant. Nov 27 at 
2 at offices of Marlow, Cross st, Manchester 

Salmon, Matthew, Nottingham, Grocer. Dec 5 at 12 at offices of 
Brights, Town Club chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Salter, Jonathan, Hampstead rd, Florist. Nov 29 at 2 at offices of 
Smith, Chancery lane 

Schroder, Henry, Bermondsey New ri, Tripe Dresser. Nov 27 at 3 at 
offices of Chipperfield, Trinity st, Southwark 

Shearer, Samuel, Leeds, Butcher. Nov 25 at 12 at offices of Pullan, 
Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Simons, Miriam, Birmingham, out of business. Nov 24 at 11 at offices 
of Harvard, Waterioo st, Birmingham 

Small, Frederick, Penhiil Farm, Tenterden, Kent, Farmer. Nov 24 at 
3 at the White Lion Hotel, Tenderden 

Smith, Henry Francis, Lewisham, Builder. Nov 29 at 2 at offices 
of Arnold, Finsbury pavement 

Smith, James, High st, Marylebone, Licensed Victualler. Nov 20 at 2 
at offices of Pain, Marylebone rd 

Sommerville, William, and Thomas Sommerville, Manchester, Cabinet 
Makers, Nov 25 at 3 at 44, Varley st, Oldham rd, Manchester 

Steane, Thomas, Harborough Magna, Warwick, Farmer. Nov 23 at 4 
at the Windmill Ion, Nortk st, Rugby. Homer, Coventry 

Swift, Levi, Bradford, Painter. Nov 29 at 4 at offices of Atkinson, 
Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Taylor, Edward Alfred, Woking, Surrey, Grocer’s Assistant. Nov 20 
at 3 at the County and Borough Hall, Guildford. Geach, Guildford 

Thomas, Edward, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Grocer. Deo | at 3 at 
offices of Morgan and Co, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Thompson, George Maurice, Cambridge, Upholsterer. Nov 30 at2 at 
145, Cheapside. Ellison and Burrows, Cambridge 

Thomson, Jessie Miler, Gloucester place, Hyde park, Schoolmistress. 
Nov 21 at 2.30 at offices of Wilson and Co, Copthall buildings 

Watker, Enoch, Burslem, Stafford, Ginger Beer Manufacturer. 
23 at 11 at offices of Julian, Queen’s chambers, Burslem 

Waterhouse, Henry, Burnley, Lancashire, Machiae Broker. Nov 22 
at 3 at offices of Read, Hargreaves st, Burnley 

Weeks, James, Bath, Butcher. Nov 27 at 11 at offices of Simmons and 
Clark, Manvers st, Ba 

Wheatley, Thoma3, Coventry, Licensed Victualler. Nov 24 at 12 at 17, 
Little Park st, Coventry. Homer, Coventry 

Whiteman, Frederick John, Henry Morris Hicks, and Henry Frederick 
Whiteman, Little Queen st, High Holborn, Lithographers. Nov 30 
at 2 at offices of Scott, College hill, Cannon st 


Nov 
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Wilkinson, Enoch, Accrington, Flagger. Nov 28 at 3 at the Derby 
Hotel, St James st, Accrington. Sutcliffe, Burnley 

‘Wilkinson, William, and Joseph Norbury, Stanningley, Leeds, Oil 
Extractors. Nov 27 at 11 at offices of Middleton and Sons, Park row, 


Williams, John, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Licensed Victualler. Nov 25 
at 10.30 at offices of Green and Griffiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 








CHARLEY’S REAL PROPERTY ACTS.—Third Edition. 
Just published, demy 12mo, price 12s., cloth, 


HE REAL PROPERTY ACTS, 1874, 1875, and 
1876 ; 37 & 38 Vict. cc. 33, 37, 57, 78 (Settied Esiates Act, Powers 
Law Amendment Act, Limitation Act, and Vendor and Purchaser Act, 
1874) ; 38 & 39 Vict. c. 87 (Land Transfer Act, 1875) ; 39 & 40 Vict, cc. 
14, 30 (Partition Act and Settled Estates Act, 1875). With Explana- 
tory Notes. Third Edition. By WILLIAM THOMAS CHARLEY. 
D.C.L,, M.P., of the Inner Temple, Esq., Barrister-at-Law (late Ex- 
hibitioner of the Council of Legai Education). 


London: H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane, Law Publisher. 





PRACTICE at JUDGES’ CHAMBERS and DISTRICT REGISTRIES. 
Just published, post 8vo, price 10s., cloth, 
HE PRACTICE of the JUDGES’ CHAMBERS 


(Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions), and 
in the District noe under the Supreme Court of Jadic:ture Acts 
of 1873, 1875, and other Statutes ; with an Appendix of the Judicature 
Acts, and the Rules and Orders to Jane, 1876. By WILLIAM E. COE, 
Principal Clerk to the Hon. Mr, Justice Lush. 


London: A. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane, Law Publisher. 





Just published, priee 6s. 6d., sewed, 
HE STATUTES of PRACTICAL UTILITY in 


the Civil and Criminal Administration of Justice passed 39 & 49 
Victoria (1876). Alphabetically arranged, with notes thereon, and a 
copious Index, By HORATIO LLOYD, Esq., Judge of Counry Oonrts 

vibarees Vol. II., No. IV., of the Annual Continuation of Chitty’s 
utes). 
London: H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane; Stevens & Sons, 119, 
Chancery-lane. 





ESSRS. DEBENHAM,TEWSON & FARMER'S 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to beSOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 
Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps.—Particulars for inser 
tion should be received not later than four days previous to the end 
of the preceding month. 





WHITECHAPEL, 

Near the juncticn of Whitechapel High-street, and Commercial-road 
east.—An important Freehold Property, let at £210 per annum, and 
occupying a valuable and extensive site, which, upon the expiration 
of the present leases, will be very eligible for the erection of modern 
seers premises, warehouses, model lodging-houses, or other 

uildings. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, DECEMBER 2, at 
TWO, in One Lot, the valuable FREEHOLV PROPERTY, Nos. Lida 
and }14b, Back Charch-lane, Whitechapel, comorising a spacious two- 
story brick building, with workshop adjoining, now oc:upied as a 
cooperage ; large open yards, stabling, dwellings, &:., the whole em- 
bracing an area of about 9,500ft. super., with a frontage of about 
106ft. 3in, to Back Church-lane and 62ft. Gin. to Batty’s-gardens. A 
portion of the premises is let on lease to Mr. James Miler for 21 years 
from Christmas, 1874 (determinable by the lessee at tne end of tne first 
7 or 14 years), at a rental of £150 per annum; and the remaiader to 
Mesers. Venables & Sons, for @1 years from Lady-day, ls72, at £60 
per annum. 
Particulars of Messrs, BELL, BRODRICK, & GRAY, Solicitors, 9, 
Bow Churchyard ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 





PRELIMINARY ADVERTISEMENT. 
Serjeants’-inn and Serjeants’~inn Hall, Chancery-lane, in the City of 
London, the property of the Hon. Society of Judges and Ssrjeants~ 
at-Law, a valuable and important freehold property, with a1 inde. 
feasible title under the Land Transfer Act. Nos, 1, 2, and 3, Ser- 
jeants’-inn, comprising a substantia! pile of baildings of foar floors, 
the priscipal portion be’ used by the Government and occu- 
pied by the Masters of the mon Pleas ; the remainier is let in 
suites of offices, and producing at the present very inadequate rentals 
upwards of £1,200 per annum. Serjeants’-inn Hall consists of a 
lofty and spacious dining-hall, chapel, coffse-room, rvbiag-rooms, 
kitchen, capital wine and other cellars, &c. The premis:s have a 
frontage to Chancery-lane of 130 fest, occupy the imp»rtant area of 
about 17,000 superficial feet, and being in close prox:mity to the New 
Law Courts offer unusual facilities for the erection of an institution 
or club-house, or they may be continued as o'tie-s, by which a very 
large increase in rental may with certainty be secured. 
ESSRS. NORTON, TRIST, WATNEY, & CO. 
are instructed to ¢fler for SALE, in the Spring of next year,’ 
the above important FREEHOLD PROPERTY. 
Particulars and plans (when ready) may be had of é 
Messrs. GREGORY, ROWCLIFFE, & RAWLE, Solici 1,; 
Bedford-row, W.C. ; sues. 
and of the Auctioneers, No, 62, Old Broadesteeet, E.C. 





ae 

Freehold Ground-rent of £40, secured on Nos. 5, 6, 7,8, 9, 10, and 14 
Marion-grove, Collingwood-road, Walthamstow, the rack rentals of 
which amount to avout £150 per annum. Tke property is close to 
the station, and a!ways commands tenants. 


M* EDMUND W. RICHARDSON will SELL, 
by AUCTION, at tha MART, Tokenhous-yard, ity, on 
WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 29th, at TWO o’clock precisely, the 
above sound FREEHOLD INVESTMENT, 


Particulars, with conditions of sale, may be obtained at the Mart; of 
J. M‘DIARMID, Esq., Solicitor, 10, Old Jewry-chambers, E.C,; 
and at the Auctioner’s offices, 50, Finsbury-square, London, 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, x6 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


EVISON & BRIDGE, 
22, CHANCERY -LANE, LONDON, 


Law Stationers, 
Printers, and Publishers of Law 


Forms, 
Have all the new Forms required by the Judicature Acts. 


ALSO A GREAT VARIETY OF 
BANKRUPTCY, | PROBATE, and 
CONVEYANOING, GENERAL FORMS, 


Where 100 copies of any form ordered, the solicitor’s name, address, 
&c., inserted without extra charge. j : 

Statements, Aftidavits, &c., printed in correct style with expedition 
and accuracy. 








/ 








THOMAS SCOTT, 
1, WARWICK COURT, HOLBORN, 


PRINTER AND PUBLISH ER 
OF THE 
CHANCERY AND COMMON LAW PUBLICATIONS+ 
(By Appointment.) 
’ en DAILY CAUSE LISTS Printed every Day 


st the rising of the Courts, and dslivered to Subscribars to« 
gether with the SITTINGS PAPERS, GENERAL and SUPPLE 
MENTAL CAUSE LISTS,,ROTA PAPERS, and TRANSFERS of 
CAUSES. Subscription, £2 2s. per annum; beyond one mile trom 
office, £3 3s. 





YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONERS) 


ETC. 
CHANCERY-BUILDINGS, 23, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LONDON, 


Every description of Printing. 


Judicature Affidavits Catalogues 
Appeals Prospectuses 
Parliamentary Minutes Magazines 

Books Newspapers 
Pamphlets a 

Reports ers 

Rules Handbills, &c., &, 





The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 








The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily 4 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHAR c 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFI 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. 
panies Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 


‘Solicitors’ Account Books. 
RICHARD FLINT & CQO. 


: (Late ASH & FLINT),) 
Btationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, dc., 40, Fleet: 
«street, London, E.C. (corner. of Serjeante’-inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped aad Filed. 


AL 









